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Benjamin B. Gorman to be postmaster at Coldwater, in the
county of Branch and State of Michigan. :

Elmer W. Hall to be postmaster at Lawton, in the county of
Van Buren and State of Michigan.

Otto H. Mueller to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county
of Ontonagon and State of Michigan.

Frank H, Priddy to be postmaster at Adrian, in the county of
Lenawee and State of Michigan.

William C. Spreen to be postmaster at Watervliet, in the
county of Berrien and State of Michigan.

MINNESOTA.
Brayton 8. Buckingham to be postmaster at Argyle, in the
county of Marshall and State of Minnesota.
Ida Erickson to be postmaster at Canby, in the county of
Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota.
Josie Forde to be postmaster at Graceville, in the county of
Bigstone and State of Minnesota.
Dennis F. McGrath to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the
county of Clay and State of Minnesota.
H. H. Neuenburg to be postmaster at Olivia, in the county of
Renville and State of Minnesota.
John Schmelz to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of
Brown and State of Minnesota.
Ole A. Thoreson to be postmaster at East Grand ForLs, in the
county of Polk and State of Minnesota.
Edwin E. Tuttle to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county
of Dakota and State of Minnesota.
MISSOURL
Frank M. Filson to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county
of Clinton and State of Missouri.
Theodore N. McHaney, to be postmaster at Kennett, in the
county of Dunklin and State of Missouri.
Oliver W. Neff to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of
Vernon and State of Missouri.
Robert . Rhodes to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county
of Webster and State of Missouri.
Enoch T. Stark to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the county
of Randolph and State of Missourl.
Walter F. Thompson to be postmaster at Plattsburg, in the
county of Clinton and State of Missouri.
NEBRASKA.
William P. Freeman to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county
of Nemaha and State of Nebraska.
Carl Kramer to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county
of Platte and State of Nebraska.
Jehiel H. Secor to be postmaster at Madison, in the county
of Madison and State of Nebraska.
Charles H. Snider to be postmaster at Tilden, in the county
of Madison and State of Nebraska.
Dennis Tracy to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, in the county
of Boone and State of Nebraska.
NEW HAMPSHIRE.
Alfred B. Bean to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county of
Coos and State of New Hampshire.
Albert Clement to be postmaster at Antrim, in the county of
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire.
John H. Henry to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of
Grafton and State of New Hampshire.
Eri Oakes to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of Graf-
ton and State of New Hampshire.
William H. Small to be postmaster at New Market, in the
county of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire.
NEW YORE.
Robert C. Bailey to be postmaster at Schoharie, in the county
of Schoharie and State of New York.
William L. Crothers to be postmaster at Phelps, in the county
of Ontario and State of New York.
Melvin J. Stearns to be postmaster at Massena, in the county
of St. Lawrence and State of New York.
George Tremper to be postmaster at Rhinebeck, in the county
of Dutchess and State of New York.
Abram R. Wyckoff to be postmaster at Gemeva, in the county
of Ontario and State of New York.
OELAHOMA,
John J. Burke to be postmaster at Norman, in the county of
Cleveland and Territory of Oklahoma.
PENNSYLVANIA.
Harry H. Hawkins fo be postmaster at Spring Forge, in the
county of York and State of Pennsylvania.
Starling W. Waters to be postmaster at Warren, in the county
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania.
W. Day Wilson to be postmaster at Clarion, in the county of
Clarion and State of Pennsylvania.
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TEXAS,
Sallie E. Brooks to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the county of
Bastrop and State of Texas,
Henry M. Carson to be postmaster at Pilot Point, In the
county of Denton and State of Texas.
Augustus 8. Davis to be postmaster at McGregor, in the
county of McLennan and State of Texas.
W. James Gilmore to be postmaster at Moody, in the county
of McLennan and State of Texas.
Walter A. Hill to be postmaster at Phenix, in the county of
Kent and State of Rhode Island.
Effie L. Houghton to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county
of Hall and State of Texas.
M. B. Howard to be postmaster at Sweet Water, in the county
of Nolan and State of Texas.
August F. Loessin to be postmaster at La Grange, in the
county of Fayette and State of Texas."
J. F. McCarty to be postmaster at Comanche, in the county of
Comanche and State of Texas.
Mary W. Morrow to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county
of Taylor and State of Texas.
Charles O. Nelson to be postmaster at Clifton, in the county
of Bosque and State of Texas.
Edmund F. Seydler to be postmaster at Weimar, in the county
of Colorado and State of Texas.
Frank K. Sterrett to be postmaster at Albany, in the county
of Shackelford and State of Texas.
VERMONT.
Raymond C. Ransom to be postmaster at Castleton, in the
county of Rutland and State of Vermont.
WASHINGTON.
Joseph W. King to be postmaster at Asotin, in the county of
Asotin and State of Washington.
WEST VIRGINIA.
James 8. Posten to be postmaster at Elkins, in the county of
Randolph and State of West Virginia.
Henry J. Rudkin to be postmaster at Burnsville, in the county
of Braxton and State of West Virginia. -
Robert B. Watson to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county
of Marshall and State of West Virginia.
WISCONSIN.
George Luecker to be postmaster at Brillion, in the county of
Calumet and State of Wisconsin.
L. L. Thayer to be postmaster at Bloomer, in the county of
Chippewa and State of Wisconsin.
Hugh H. Williams to be postmaster at Randolph, in the
county of Dodge and State of Wisconsin.
WYOMING,
William Pugh to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county
of Uinta and State of Wyoming.
Perry L. Smith to be postmaster at Rawlins, in the county of
Carbon and State of Wyoming.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Turspay, January 23, 1906.

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain,
Rev. Hexgy N. Coupexn, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap-
proved.

STATEHOOD BILL.

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr, Speaker, I am authorized by the Com-
mittee on Territories to report favorably the bill H. R. 12707,
commonly known as the * statehood bill.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, from the
Committee on Territories, reports the following bill, the title of
which the Clerk will read.

Mr, HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennes-
see [Mr. Moon], of the Committee on Territories, desires to pre-
sent the views of the minority.

The Clerk read as follows:

A blll (H. R. 12707) to enable the people of Oklahoma and of the In-
dian Territory to form a constitution and State government and be ad-
mitted into the Unlon on an equal footing with the original States;
and to enable the people of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a consti-
tution and State government and be admitted into the Union on an
equal footing with the original States.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the
accompanying report, printed.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee, Mr, Speaker, by direction of the
minority of the Committee on Territories, I present to the House
the views of the minority on the statehood bill, and ask that the
same be filed and printed with the majority report.

¥
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee presents
the views of the minority, which will also be printed and re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

BATTLE MONUMENTS NEAR SANTIAGO, CUBA.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on
Military Affairs to present the following resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:
House joint resolution 87.
Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War is authorized to emgloy
the United States Army transport Sumner to convey from New York to
Santiago de Cuba and return the members of the Santiago Battlefield
Commission and the representatives of the President and of the State
and War Departments, to enable them to attend the ceremonles to be
held at the dedication of the battle monuments at El Caney, Fort San
Juan, 8an Juan Ridge, and San Juan de Mayares Hill, in the
diate vicinity of Santiago de Cuba.

Mr. HULIL. I report this resolution by direction of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, and ask unanimous consent for its
present consideration.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I should like to in-
quire of my friend from Iowa if this is a unanimous report.

Mr. HULL. I understood there was one vote against it, but
no question was reserved on any points of order or anything

looking to an objection.
Mr. CLARK of Missourl. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will withhold any objection
until he can be fully informed of the object of the resolution,
I think he will not then object.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will reserve the right to object.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the letter from the Sec-
retary of War be read.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

WAR DEPARTMENT,
Washington, Jannary 22, 1906,

Bir: I respectfully request that the following resolution be lntro-
duced and by the House of Representatives:

“Resolved, That the Secretary of War is authorized to employ the
United States Army transport Sumner to convey, from New York to
Santiago de Cuba and return, the members of the Santiago battlefleld
commission and the representatives of the President and of the State
and War Departments, to enable them to attend the ceremonies to be
held at the dedication of battle monuments.at El Caney, Fort San Juan,
San Juan Ridge, and San Juan de Mayaras Hill, in the immediate
vicinity of Santiago de Cuba.”

The project has received the sanction and cooperation of the War
and State Departments, and the Government of ba has presented a
number of cannon for use in the construction of the monuments. It
has also granted a site for their erection, and will prepare suitable
apgmches. .

he current act of amt)ro riation for sundry elvil expenses of the
Government contains the following requirement :

“ For marking the places where the American soldiers fell and were
temporarily interred in Cuba and China, $0,500, said sum to be imme-
diately avallable."” (Aet of March 3, 1605, 33 Stat. L., 1196,)

In a memorandum of Instruction furnished by the SBecretary of War
to the Chief of Staff on May 12, 19035, a committee was appointed and
charged with the duty of carrying out the provisions of the enactment
above clted, with the proviso that * No mileage or travell expenses
or any other personal expenses incurred by the members of the com-
mittees will be charged to this appropriation or any other Government
appropriation.”

If‘he members of this committee have pald their necessary traveling
expenses themselves, and have discharged their duty In Cuba. The
marking has been proceeded with so far as to permit the dedicatory
exercises to be held on the 14th of February next.

A large amount of material procured out of the funds made available
by the clause of the appropriation above elted has been procured by
manufacture and ean be conveyed to the places in which the monu-
ments are to be erected on the transport Sumner, if assigned to this

duty.

'I{na Government of Cuba is disposed to make important this com-
memoration of the various battles in the neighborhood of Santiago.
The resolution need not carry any a?pmpriation. If it is passed, the
expense can be met out of the general transportation ankpmprlation for
the War Department. The SBumner is now New York Harbor. The
trip would take from eleven to fourteen days. The additional cost,
by reason of this trip, to the Government over and above tbat now in-
volved in maintninlufuthe transport in New York Harbor would be $500
a dniy for not exceed fourteen days.
ish! nclose papers showling the action of the army socleties of the Bpan-

WAr.
Very respectfully, yours,
i ek Wu. H. TA¥T, Secretary of War,

Hon. JorEx A. T. HU

LL,
Chairman Commitiee on Military Affairs,
House of Representatives.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want fo say to the House that
heretofore the transports have been used in many cases, in my
judgment, without any clear authority of law. In this case I
suppose the Secretary of War had a right to order it for this
proposed trip to Cuba as much as he had a right to order one to
Colon or to any point in the West Indies, when not for legitimate
Army service. If this resolution is passed it makes no prece-
dent for the future, but it does establish the fact that Congress
has entire jurisdiction over the use of the transports for any-
thing outside of their legitimate use as transports of the Army
for military purposes. This is a great occasion between the

Government of Cuba and the Government of the United States.
On many ocecasions not as important as this the Government
has ordered war ships fo do this service at an immensely in-
creased cost, and it seems to me, in view of all the facts sur-
rounding these great dedicatory exercises in Cuba, in view of
the fact of the close relation between the Government of the
United States and the Government of Cuba, in view of the fact
that our soldiers’ graves are the ones to be honored on this
occasion and the valor of American troops exalted, that the
House and the Senate should by a unanimous vote, without an
objecting voice, grant the transport Sumner for the uses asked
for by the President and the Secretary of War on this occasion,
and I hope no objection will be made.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to know if the gentleman does
not think that some limitation should be fixed upon the expense
of this trip in this resolution?

Mr. HULL. I will say that the limitation is stated by the
Secretary of War not to exceed $500 a day, and I will say fur-
ther that all parties going on the transport pay for their sub-
sistence. There is no expense to the Government for sub-
sistence at all. Everyone traveling on the transport, except
officers of the ship and enlisted men of the Army, is compelled
to pay for the entire cost of his meals.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I doubt whether the gentleman——

Mr. HULL. And the entire length of time will not exceed
fourteen days and may fall under that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. 1 doubt whether the gentleman under-
stood what I asked. I asked whether this resolution should
not fix the limit. The Secretary of War says that, in his
opinion, it will cost about $500 a day ; but I suggest that that is
no limitation upon the amount that can be expended. ;

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, that if
the resolution is considered now and any Member of this House
believes that an amendment should be adopted providing that
the total expense shall not exceed $7,000 I shall raise no ob-
jection to that amendment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would suggest $10,000. I only want
a reasonable limit fixed.

Mr. HULL. I would take the Secretary at his word, where
}!e;ays it will not exceed $500 a day for fourteen days, and that

s $7,000.

Mr, SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it is only necessary, in my opin-
fon, to say a word or so about the resolution asked to be passed
by the Secretary of War. It should pass at once, and T trust
there will be no objection to it. The letter of the Secretary of
War gives the reasons why it should pass. It seems to me that it
is a truly patriotic thing for this Government to participate in the
ceremonies to be held to mark the graves of the American soldiers
who fell in Cuba in the war between Spain and the United States,
and to send this transport, now lying in New York Harbor at an
expense to the Government, down to Santiago to participate in
these commendable ceremonies. I believe this transport should
be sent to Cuba for this purpose. The expense will be very
small, simply the difference between keeping the fires of the
transport up in Newy York Harbor and the additional coal that
will be burned in having the transport go out on the ocean and
down to Cuba. It will only require ten or fourteen days to
make the trip, and the purpose is patriotic and praiseworthy.
It is a small matter, too small for anybody to object to, and I
hope there will be no opposition to the immediate adoption of
the resolution.

I agree with all the Secretary of War has said in regard to
this matter, and I hope this resolution will pass, and that this
transport will be sent down there to participate in the proceed-
ings inaugurated by Cuba and the United States relative to the
marking of the graves of the brave and heroic soldiers who fell
in the battle of Santiago. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the sug-
gestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzeeratn], I
offer an amendment providing that the total additional expense
shall not exceed $7,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, T suggest to the gentleman
from Iowa that we give them a little leeway, because there
might be something unforeseen, the steamer might be delayed.

Mr. HULL. Make it $10,000 additional expense.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add at the end of the resolution: * Provided, That the total addl-
tional expense shall not exceed $10,000.”

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to object to the
proposed amendment, but I do not think this resolution should
have this limitation put upon it, and I hope for one that it will
be voted down. We can trust our distinguished Secretary of
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War in the matter. The steamer might be delayed in a storm
or might be compelled by stress of weather to go to some other
port. I am willing to take the assurance of the Secretary of

- War about the matter instead of adopting this suspicious amend-
ment. I hate to be always fearful that some one is going to do
something he should not do. I feel confident that not one cent
more than is absolutely necessary will be expended. This is
not to be a junketing trip, but a patriotic performance of a
sacred duty.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word. I
thoroughly disagree with my colleague. I believe when an ap-
propriation is proper for any purpose Congress should fix some
limitation upon the amount which the executive officer shall
expend. The Secretary of War says it will not take more than
fourteen days, and allowing $500 a day for fourteen days the
expense would be $7,000. We increase the limit to $10,000,
which gives a leeway of six days. No possible contingency,
except a shipwreck, could delay this boat more than six days.
If there should be a serious breakdown they could easily get
permission to expend additional money. But I am opposed to
unlimited appropriations for any purpose, and I hope the amend-
ment will be adopted.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, that is all very fine as a general
proposition, but I wish to ask the gentleman from New York
if he can not take the assurance in this matter of the Secretary
of War?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I believe we are under
obligations to perform our duty in accordance with the law
and not to accept anybody's word as to how much money we
should appropriate. We should decide that for ourselves. I
am ready to assume my responsibility and act in that way.

Mr, HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on
the joint resolution and amendment.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the
joint resolution.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
James) there were—ayes 134, noes 32.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Hury, a motion to reconsider the vote where-
by the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table.

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill . R. 12320—
the urgent deficiency bill. i

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency bill,
with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows:

THE ISTHMIAN CANAL.

To continue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended
under the direction of the President In accordance with an act entitled
“An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, as follows:

For miscellaneous material purchases In the United States, $1,000,000.

Mr., FITZGERALD. My, Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers the
following amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 15, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words * in the United States”
and insert in lien thereof * elsewhere than on the Isthmus of Panama,”
so that it will read :

“ For miscellaneous material purchases elsewhere than on the Isthmus
of Panama.”

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention
of the committee to the fact that this appropriation is made
available for expenditure only in the United States. The
language, I believe, was used inadvertently, without realizing
what its significance would be. Everybody recollects that some
months ago the Secretary of War announced that he would pur-
chase materials for the Panama Canal wherever they could be
purchased cheapest. In submitting his estimates and requests
for these appropriations it was contended that certain pur-
chases should be made on the Isthmus and certain other pur-
chases should not be made on the Isthmus. In order to dis-
tinguish the appropriations the langunage in the bill was used, but
if it be continued in the bill in its present shape it will be im-
possible for the Secretary of War to take advantage of the
cheapest markets for the purchase of these particular supplies.
In order that there may be no restriction on his power, in order

that he may go into the market where he can purchase cheapest,
this change of language should be made and the money available
should be expended in any place except on the Isthmus. This
will give him that opportunity.

Mr. DE ARMOND rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE
ARMOND] is recognized in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to oppose
the amendment, but to make some observations upon the gen-
eral subject and to ask for some information, I recollect that
last spring, or early last summer, there was a good deal in the
newspapers about an official decision to purchase wherever
articles could be bought the cheapest. For a week or two, or
perhaps a little more—for a very short period of time, at all
events—there was considerable comment upon the subject in
the public press of the country, and then a deep and profound
silence ensued. Now, I would like right well to know some-
thing about where we have been buying things, something
about whether we have been buying them at the best prices
or whether we have been buying them at prices unreasonably
high. How much have we bought abroad? How much have we
bought at home? Have American manufacturers met the com-
petition of foreigners and supplied such things as we need as
cheaply as the foreigners are willing to do? Have they failed
to meet that competition? If so, have we then bought from
foreigners at cheaper rates or from Americans at higher rates?
I do not know how this is, and I suppose the public does not
know how it is. I am one of those who believe that the United
States in earrying forward a great work like this, necessarily
a very costly work, ought to do what a sensible man would do
in the conduct of his own business; that is, buy what he needs
where he can buy it the cheapest and to the best advantage.
I believe that American manufacturers can supply what is
needed down there just as cheaply as foreigners, but I believe
that they will not do it unless they are sure that unless they do
foreigners will supply the articles and they will lose the
market. We have been in the habit of encouraging American
manufacturers and permitting them and enabling them and in-
viting them to charge the Americans more than they charge
foreigners. Now, when we come to a great undertaking like
this the Government can not afford it; it is immoral and wrong
and wasteful of the people’s money for the Government to in-
vest in American supplies unless they are furnished as cheaply
as supplies equally good and equally adapted to the work can
be obtained abroad. Now, I would be very glad to hear from
somebody who knows, if there is somebody here who does
know—and I presume there is—where we really have been
making our purchases; whether we have been making them at
competitive prices or whether we have been making them at
trust prices; whether we have been buying as cheaply as we
could buy or have been buying from favored Americans at such
prices as they chose to exact. Instead of being opposed to
this amendment, if I get the meaning of it, I am in favor of it.

This paragraph might provide for limiting the purchases to
the United States, and of course that would mean purchases in
the United States at such prices as may prevail in the United
States, In other words, purchases from American manufae-
turers at American manufacturers’ home prices, without any
reference to the foreign prices and without any regard for the
effect upon the Public Treasury or the people’s rights. If this
amendment be adopted, there should be no interference with
purchases here in the United States, except that those who make
the purchases will not be under compulsion to make them with-
out any regard to prices or quality or fitness of the things to be
purchased. If this limitation be imposed, it will be a closing
against the United States of the foreign markets for the pur-
chase of these things and will be turning over the Treasury of
the United States to American manufacturers at their own fig-
ures and withéut competition. To that I am opposed, and to
that it seems to me everybody ought to be opposed. Now, I
hope, both for my own information and for the information of
the general publie, that some one who possesses the informa-
tion will tell us where we have been buying and how we have
been buying, whether we have been buying in a competitive
market or in the trust market at trust prices. It seems to me
these inquiries are pertinent, and I trust they will be frankly
answered.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, purchases under this head
have been in nearly all instances made under the submission of
proposals with full specifications, advertised throughout the
United States, and, where it was believed material ecould be
purchased cheaper, even in foreign countries. I should regret very
much to see this additional legislation inserted in this paragraph.
The separation between purchases in the United States and
purchases at the Isthmus of Panama was made in the bill so
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as to control and limit them plainly. The Isthmian Canal
Commission have established a purchasing bureau, presided over
by a man of great experience and capability in this particular
field. They have exhibited to us carefully drawn specimens of
their method of submitting proposals with elaborate specifica-
tions, advised us that it cost them praetically $100 to $150 for
advertising expense in connection with each contract; that the
proposals were published wherever they had any idea that they
would meet with consideration, and I can not see what good
object can be achieved by legislating in this way in this bill
The purchases will all be made in the United States, or rather
the contracts will be made here, whether the goods are produced
or manufactured in a foreign country or in the United States.

Mr. FITZGERALD. This amendment does not prevent the
expenditure of this money for purchases on the Isthmus.

Mr. LITTAUER. I realize that, The amendment concerns
simply the first category in the bill, and is for material pur-
chases in the United States. The purchase will be made here,
whether the material comes from abroad or otherwise.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not necessarily. It appears in the hear-
ings that certain foreign firms have representatives in the
United States who, if they desired, might snbmit bids. Well,
if they submitted bids and agreed to deliver from some place in
Europe to the Isthmus, then, though the contract was made
in the United States, it might be so construed that they were
purchases abroad and——

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not so understand it. All purchases
will be made either through representatives of foreign firms hav-
ing their offices here or through the submission of bids under
proposals. It is not designed to confine the purchases simply
to products of the United States. It is designed to buy what-
ever is bought from the lowest bidder.

Mr. JAMES. If that is trme, what objection have you to
inserting the amendment and say they shall expend this mil-
lion dollars wherever they can expend it the cheapest?

Mr. LITTAUER. That is exactly what they are doing now.

Mr. JAMES. Well, then, what objection have you to making
it plain?

Mr. LITTAUER. It simply adds new legislation where it is
not required.

Mr. JAMES. It is a very easy matter; it will not take much
time to do that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There never has been any legislation in
this language—* for material purchases in the United States—
and this language unquestionably limits——

Mr. LITTAUER. This is the first time we have attempted to
make detailed appropriations in connection with this work.

Mr. FITZGERALD. And this language will limit purchases
out of the million dollars to the United States.

Mr. LITTAUER. This will limit purchases in the United
States, but the purchases can be made here in the United States
of material coming from foreign countries.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There was an instance, if the gentleman
will permit me, where the Isthmian Canal Commission sent
abroad and intended, if they could succeed in doing so, to get
confracts for the purchase of certain steamers.

Mr. LITTAUER. Provided they could have obtained steamers
better fitted for their work than could be procured here. They
found, however, they could not so procure them, and hence
bought thers in this country.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But if the money available for that pur-
pose had been restricted by this provision, they could not have
purchased those steamers on the other side.

Mr. LITTAUER. Obh, not at all.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me? The reason the
separation is made in these cases is because there are two
auditors. How far that will go I will not undertake to say;
but there is an auditor on the Isthmus and an auditor here.
The auditor on the Isthmus audits the purchases which are
made on the Isthmus. The auditor in the United States audits
all other purchases, and the purpose of putting some language
in there is so that we credit on the books of the different auditors
the amount that is proper, and out of those items the audits
are made in the two different auditors’ offices.

Mr, FITZGERALD. I said I believe this langnage was used
inadvertently. The next item provides for expenditure for pur-
chases on the Isthmus. It was intended that this money should
be expended elsewhere than on the Isthmus, and that is the lan-
guage of the amendment I suggest. The language in the bill
at present confines the purchase in the United States, because
I say——

'I‘Ee CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. JAMES. I ask that the gentlpman may have his time
extended,

-

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York——

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent that the gen-
tleman’s time be extended. .

The CHATRMAN. The Chair did not hear the remark of the
gentleman from Mississippl.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man from New York may proceed for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Mississippi? [After a pause.] None is heard.

Mr. LITTAUER. I have no desire to consume any further
time unless some one wishes to ask a question.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to state to the gentleman, in the
case I have stated, if this language had been in the law con-
trolling the expenditure of the money that was to be used for the
purchase of these steamers it would have been impossible for a
representative of the Commission to have gone to Liverpool
and purchased steamers there under a law that provided that
the purchase should be made in the United States.

Mr. LITTAUER. I trust that the gentleman recognizes that
we do not want to have traveling purchasing agents going all
over the world attempting to make purchases, but that pur-
chases should be made under bids submitted here in Washing-
ton and controlled by the chief purchasing agent.

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, that is not the control-
ling reason for this language, and the result of it will be to
prevent the expenditure of this money in any place except in
the United States. I am in favor of giving the Secretary of
War or the Isthmian Canal Commission a free hand to pur-
chase in the market that is cheapest, be it in the United States
or be it in some other country.

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the gentleman, but I desire
to call his attention to this, which I understand to be the fact:
The Commission does purchase more or less from the island of
Jamaica, which purchases are audited in the office of the
auditor for the Isthmus, and will come out of the appropriation
for the purchase of supplies on the Isthmus. Now, whether the
language limits the purchase to articles that are on the Isthmus
when they are purchased, in the one case, or articles that are
in the United States when they are purchased, in the other case,
I do not know. I think it ought to be done.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Illinois a guestion. Were the steam shovels that
were purchased for the Isthmus purchased in the open market
of the world or in the limited market of the United States?

Mr. MANN. I understand they purchase all of these articles
in the open market of the world.

Mr. JAMES. Did they do it in that instance?

Mr. MANN. Yes; they did it in that instance.

Mr. JAMES. In the open market of the world?

Mr. MANN. In the open market of the world. I may say
to the gentleman that there is only one manufacturer in the
world at present that manufactures the best type of steam
shovel, namely, the one which manufactures the Bucyrus steam
shovel, in Ohio.

Mr. JAMES. I am not talking about the best type. That
might control the purchases of some man, but some other man
might think that some other type was the best. The question
is whether or not the plows or these other implements were
purchased in the United States at the price at which they are
sold usually to purchasers of them—whether you went to the
open market of the world for bids.

Mr. MANN. Anybody was permitted to bid upon these
articles.

Mr. JAMES. Who got the contract?

Mr. MANN. Of course an enterprising citizen of the United
States got the contract, and I am sorry that it was not a
Kentucky citizen, because in that State enterprise is always
supreme.

Mr. JAMES. Yas he one of the * trustized” citizens of the
United States?

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman wants me to make
definitions. I will leave that with the gentleman.

Mr. GRAFF. May I ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques-
tion?

Mr. MANN. IfTI have any time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Lrrrauer] has the time,

Mr. GRAFF. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois if
he knows whether or not the tariff schedules of the United
States operate in the Isthmian Zone?

Mr. MANN. The tariff schedules do not operate in the Isth-
mian Zone. The tariff schedules in the Isthmian Zone are the
tariff schedules of the Republic of Panama.

Mr. GRAFF. Then if the purchase was made in the United
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States of supplies in England, and they were shipped direct from
England to the Zone, tariff would be collected by the Panama
Government on those imporis?

Mr. MANN. There is no tariff collected on articles sent there
for the Isthmian Canal Commission—

Mr. GRAFF, Those are admitted free?

Mr. MANN {(continuing). In the construction of the canal.
~ Mr. GRAFF. On articles admitted for general purposes out-
side of this enterprise there is imposed a duty by the Panama
Government?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Lirraver] has expired.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust this amendment will
not prevail. I want to say, in answer to the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. DE Armoxp] who asked the question as to how
these purchases have been made, how it is proposed to continue
purchases in the future, whether by advertising or whether by
receiving private bids or private offers, every dollar that has
been expended for material and supplies on the Isthmus up to
this time, except $283,000, has been expended for materials and
supplies after advertising- in all of the principal cities in the
United States.

I hold in my hand here a complete statement of all the con-
tracts that have been made since the beginning of the work on
the canal under the jurisdiction of the Canal Commission, and
for the information of the committee I will read just a few
items. Take the item of forage, $4,808.40, advertised twenty-
eight days in the American Elevator and Grain Transactions,
Chicago; Grain Dealers’ Journal, Chicago; Hay and Grain Re-
porter, Chicago; Southwestern Grain Journal, Topeka; Ameri-
can Miller, Chicago; Operative Miller, Chicago; Northwestern
Miller, Minneapolis ; Roller Mill, Buffalo; Millers' Review, Phil-
adelphia, and Dixie Miller, Nashville.

Now, I have another item here for the purchase of an air
compressor, at a cost of $5,000.04, advertised twenty-eight days
and the contract let to the lowest bidder. Advertised in the
Iron Age, New York; Engineering News, New York; Engineer-
ing Record, New York; Metal Worker, New York; Mefal Indus-
try, New York; Scientific American, New York; Commercial
Bulletin, Boston; Progressive American, Philadelphia; Engi-
neers’ Review, Cleveland ; Pacific Hardware Journal, San Fran-
cisco, and twenty other trade journals,

The advertisements are very short, but they are uniform.
Then I have here the specifications furnished to all proposed
bidders for these various items. Bearing in mind that every
dollar except $283,000 has been expended in this way and ex-
pended under contracts made in different parts of the United
States for material, equipment, and supplies, gentlemen will
readily see that the purchases have been made in the open and
in the open market of the United States. There is no opportu-
nity whatever for combinations or controlling the prices, and in
every instance except in the case of the $283,000 the contracts
were made to the lowest responsible bidder, and that $283,000
was expended upon order of the chairman of the Commission for
absolute necessaries which they had to have immediately.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Minnesota if he does not think the language in the bill leaves
it in doubt as to whether the Government can buy supplies and
materials and equipment for the canal in France or Germany or
anywhere else except either in the United States or on the
Isthmus?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think it leaves any doubt at all, Mr.
Chairman. I do not think on the particular items mentioned
in this paragraph that the Commission could go abroad for the
purpose of buying these materials. If material is shipped to the
Isthmus from France or England or Germany or any other
country, the Commission could buy it; but they would buy it
under the paragraph following the one to which the gentleman
from New York has offered his amendment.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will indulge me a moment
further, I do not think this matter is as important from the
standpoint of the actual purchase of the material elsewhere as
it is from the standpoint of giving the Government the whip
hand, in order to keep it from being combined against and im-
posed upon by our own people. I believe that the American
manufacturers can manufacture all these things, or nearly all
of them, cheaper than anybody else, and ean sell them cheaper,
if they will; but it is of the highest importanece that there shall
be no doubt about the fact that the Government ecan, if it will,
purchase elsewhere, in order that the knowledge of the fact may
make these people state a reasonable price to the Government.
But if the gentleman is of the opinion that there is no doubt
about the proposition, why of course the Government will still
have this whip hand left.

The CHAIRMAN. 'The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask for a few minutes more, to reply to
the gentleman from Mississippi. )

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none.

Mr. TAWNEY. When, I say, Mr. Chairman, that the prices
paid for the material thus far purchased and the prices that
will be paid for materials, machinery, and equipment bereafter
purchased, will be purchased in the general competitive market,
and when the Commission affords the manufacturers all over
the United States engaged in the manufacture of that particu-
lar article an opportunity to make an open bid for the furnish-
ing of the material, machinery, or equipment, I can not see how
it is possible for the Government to suffer the least or for any
combination to secure a higher price for that particular pur-

. Now, I will answer the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. GILLESPIE. Will the gentleman inform the House how
many bidders there were for any of these contracts, and who
they were? .

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. This paper shows the order,
the date, the name of the firm to whom the contract was let,
the character of the material, the amount of the cost, the period -
of advertising, whether the contract was let to the lowest
bidder, and the names of the newspapers advertised in. It does
not give the number of the bidders, but it does state in every
instance that I have observed here in going through this that
the contract was let to the lowest bidder, with the exception of
$283,000 for supplies and material that the Commission had to
have immediately and could not await the advertising.

Mr. GILLESPIE. Then I understand the gentleman has no
information as to how many different bidders offered them-
selves for any one contract?

Mr. TAWNEY. The testimony before the committee was that
there were a great many different bidders and that the bids
varied very materially.

Mr. GILLESPIE. American manufacturers have two prices,

a home price and a foreign price. For instance, on steel rails

there is quite a difference between the price of steel rails for
this country and steel rails for Mexico.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TAWNEY. I want just a moment more.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask that the time of the gentleman be
extended five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the
gentleman’s time be extended five minutes?

There was no objection.

Mr. GILLESPIE. For instance, steel rails sell in Canada for
$22 and in Mexico for the same price, and they are $28 here.
Now, using that as a basis, can the gentleman inform me
now——

Mr. TAWNEY. Right on that point I will say that of course
the Commission is not purchasing a great many steel rails, but
the price stated by the Commission to the subcommitiee of the
Committee on Appropriations was $26.45 alongside the ship, and
$28 is the price at the mill. .

Mr. GILLESPIE. And $26 over there?

Mr. TAWNEY. Twenty-eight dollars at the mill and $26.45
for these steel rails at the ship.

Mr. GILLESPIE. Now, is it not a fact that they sell these
same steel rails and deliver them in Canada and Mexico for $227?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know anything about what they sell
for in Canada or anywhere else. I am talking about the rails
purchased by the Canal Commission, for which they paid $26.45
at the side of the ship, and the price to the American consumer
at the mill is $28; so they are getting them down there for less
than they could get them if they were using them here.

Mr. GILLESPIE. Are they getting them for less than these
same manufacturers will sell the very same rails to purchasers
in Canada or Mexico and deliver them there?

Mr. TAWNEY. That I do not know.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman believe that
these different materials can be purchased in the United States?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do, and I think they ought to be.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then will the gentleman inform the
committee why, if that is his opinion, he did not restrict the
expenditures to be made in the appropriation of $1,563,756, in
lines 17, 18, and 19, to purchases exclusively in the United
States?

Mr. TAWNEY. Because of the difference in the character of
the material to be purchased. Here we were dealing with mis-
cellaneous material purchases in the United States, $1,000,000.
Now, what the gentleman refers to is for new equipment pur-
chases, $1,565,756.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the attention of the gentleman to
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the fact that the new equipment purchases are steam shovels,
locomotives, and dredges, which are particularly well manu-
factured in the United States.

Mr. TAWNEY. The number of manufacturers of that equip-
ment in this country are comparatively small, and therefore the
number of competitors should be much greater under this pro-
vision.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Manx] stated that there was only one manufactory in the
world that made first-class steam shovels and that is a con-
cern in Ohio.

Mr. TAWNEY. That may be true.

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will permit me, that item,
$1,5665,786, is an item to provide the money to pay for contracts
already entered into, already partially delivered, and this will
complete them. They can determine the amount of those con-
tracts up to §$6.

Mr. FITZGERALD, If the gentleman will pardon me, there
was nothing in the hearings to the effect that this particular
appropriation was required to complete contracts.

Mr. LITTAUER. It is nevertheless the fact, and the details
given here—flat cars, locomotives, and other things in the same
line—are a repetition of the details given us at the time the
$16,500,000 deficiency appropriation was asked for, and this is
for the proportion not provided for in that provision. The con-
tract for the delivery of these various items have all been en-
tered into, and this is simply the balance to be delivered and
paid for under the contract.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will say that that is not my under-
standing of the item.

Mr., PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Min-
nesota please state whether any person, company, or corpora-
tion outside of the United States made any bid, and if any of
these bids are accepted?

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion. My impression is, however, that there were no bids made
by firms outside of the United States, and, therefore, there
were none accepted. I would state to the gentleman, however,
that there are representatives of foreign manufacturers in this
country, all of whom have an opportunity to bid on these con-
tracts. The bids are not limited to the products of the United
States, nor to people who are engaged in the manufacture of
these products in the United States. The bids are open bids,
made in this country, and if a foreign representative of some
foreign manufacturer wanted to put in a bid be could do so..

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr., Chairman, let us have
the amendment again reported.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again
read the amendment.

The Clerk again reported the amendment.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, my object in rising is not
so much to say anything myself as to endeavor to get further
information from those who may possess it, and I would be
glad to ask the gentleman from Minnesota, the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations, about these railroad iron bids.
1 did not quite understand him. If I understood him cor-
rectly, he said that we had been paying $26.45 a ton for rail-
road iron for use on the Isthmus. .

Mr. TAWNEY. That is correct; that was the testimony be-
fore the committee.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Is it not a fact that the same manufac-
turers are selling the same sort of rails in foreign countries for
from $20 to $22 a ton?

Mr. TAWNEY. 1 can not say it is a fact, for I do not know.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Were there any foreign bidders for any
of these contracts?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know; but, as I said, the repre-
sentatives of foreign manufacturers of steel rails in this coun-
try had an opportunity to bid here.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I mean contracts generally.

Mr. TAWNEY. My impression is there were no foreign bids
made or accepted. I do not know as to the fact, but that is only
an impression gathered from the testimony before the committee.
The direct question was not asked nor answered or testified to.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to ask the gentleman whether
he knows how it happened that there were no foreign bidders,
if there were none?

Mr. TAWNEY. 1 do not know, and I will not say positively
that there were none. -

Mr. DE ARMOND. Does the gentleman know whether the
prices paid are the prices which American manufacturers usually
get for similar articles abroad, or, approximately, prices which
they geot for the same articles at home?

Mr. TAWNEY. I only know this: That the prices at which
this material and equipment and supplies are purchased is the
lowest competitive price that could be obtained by the Commis-
sion after advertising for four weeks in particular localities
where the material and supplies are manufactured and produced.
o Mr. DE ARMOND. Can the gentleman answer this ques-

on——

Mr. TAWNEY. One moment. My colleague from New York
on the committee calls my attention to this testimony of Mr.
Shonts :

Mr. LirravEr. Now, I notice that a large item—ahbout one-third of
the amount it would be—is for steel rails. That you explain in con-
nection with the second track and the spur tracks?

Secretary TAFT. Yes.

Mr. TAWXEY. What do you

ay for steel ralls?
Mr. BHONTS. From $21.45 $26.45. The rallroads in this country
charge $28

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the weight at the mills?

Mr. Ross. The welght is 70 pounds to the yard. They give us this
price at Baltimore——

Mr. BHONTS. Whereas $28 is the domestic price at the mills.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will ask the gentleman a further ques-
tion—whether it appears to him from his investigation of this
matter that the Americans in these contracts got them because
they were able to do the work or furnish the articles cheaper
than anybody else could do. Is that the understanding of the
gentleman?

Mr. TAWNEY.
gentleman,

Mr. DE ARMOND. Is it the gentleman’s understanding from
his investigation that the Americans obtained all these contracts
for the sale of the articles because they could and did supply
them cheaper than anybody else offered to do?

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not answer the gentleman’s question,
because I do not know whether there were foreign bids or not;
but I do know that the prices for furnishing the material for
the Commission—that the purchases were made at the lowest
competitive price that could be obtained after advertising in
the several localities throughout the country where these arti-
cles are produced.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will ask this question: Does it appear,
then, that these American manufacturers supplied articles to
this Commission at the world’s competitive prices, or approxi-
mating those, and were able to do so, or at the prices that they
are supplying similar articles here?

Mr. TAWNEY. There is so much confusion in the House
that I was unable to hear the gentleman’s question. I endeay-
ored to catch it, but I failed.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will ask the gentleman another ques-
tion: Does the gentleman know any reason why the American
manufacturer can not supply people in this country with similar
articles as cheaply as be can supply them to the Government in
Panama?

Mr. TAWNEY.
not doing so.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, the gentleman does not know, then,
really, except in the matter of steel rails, whether the Govern-
ment purchases these articles cheaper than the general Amer-
ican consumer purchases them from the American manufac-
turer?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether the Government is
purchasing these items for less than the American consumer
at home is doing, except in the item of steel rails, as I answered
the gentleman a moment ago.

Mr. DE ARMOND. ILet me ask one other question. Does
not the gentleman believe that the tendency would be to get
lower and better prices and greater and more valuable competi-
tion by advertising abroad as well as at home?

Mr. TAWNEY. What advantage is to be gained in adver-
tising abroad, and thus add to the additional expense of adver-
tising over there? If we made purchases abroad we would have
to have foreign inspectors. The representatives of foreign man-
ufacturers in this country are looking out for business all the
time, and have access to the same newspapers in which these
advertisements are made that the manufacturer here has.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Then I understand the gentleman to say
that there would be no advantage, in his judgment, in adver-
tising abroad?

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever that I can see. The foreign
manufacturer has the opportunity, just the same as the Ameri-
can manufacturer, to submit his bid for the various contracts
that the Commission offers.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. 1s the
gentleman prepared to state that the foreign representatives of
European concerns are authorized generally to make bids for

I did not quite catch the question of the

I do not, and 1 do not know that they are
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large amounts of supplies on the eanal, or whether these repre-
sentatives would not be obliged to lose one week by correspond-
ing with the home concern and another week by return of the
malil before they would start on an even basis with the bidders
here at home—with the domestic concerns?

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, whether there is any necessity for the
delay incident to correspondence by mail I do not know, but if
the contract is of sufficient size to justify them in undertaking
to secure it, then they have the same access to the cables that
is open to anybody else, and undoubtedly if they could secure
the contract at a profit they would be glad to avail themselves
of that cable.

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, the gentleman ae-
knowledges that only twenty-eight days' notice is given in the
advertisements for bids, and I understand he admits further
that no foreigners have secured any contracts for supplies on
the isthmian canal. Will the genfleman undertake to account
for the reason, namely, why all of the supplies are furnished
by United States concerns?

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not give the gentleman any reason
why other than that foreign representatives of European con-
cerns fail to make as low bids as the American manufacturers.
[Applause on the Republican side,] =

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Is there any tariff on sup-
plies that come into the isthmian canal that gives American
manufacturers a preference over European manufacturers?

. Mr. TAWNEY. I suppose the gentleman is fully aware of
the fact that there is no tariff. Our American tariff does not
apply to the isthmian Canal Zone, but the goods under all con-
tracts, by whomsoever they are taken, are required, under the
specifications, to be delivered for payment at the Isthmnus, and
whether they come in from a foreign country or whether they
are shipped from the United States they are paid upon the basis
of delivery on the Isthmus of Panama.

Mr. PALMER. Pay no duty.

Mr. TAWNEY. Pay no duty.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
FrrzceraLp) there were—ayes 53, noes 91.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk, and ask to have the Clerk
read it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding the following: ** 8ald purchases ghall not be con-
fined to the Unit States, but the things purchased shall be bonght
upon the best terms. that the world's markets afford.”

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the amendment is not in order ; that it is legislation upon an
appropriation biil.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to be heard upon that, M.
Chairman. :

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would ask the gentleman from Minne-
sota to again state the ground of his point of order.

Mr. TAWNEY. That it is new legislation.

Mr. FITZGERALID. This whole item is new legislation.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion which
preceded upon the amendment just voted down it was claimed
that the amendment was unnecessary and is unnecessary be-
cause the phraseology under consideration has reference to the
locus of the contract—the faet of the purchase being made in
the United States—and that by this language it is not meant to
exclude purchases of articles brought from elsewhere than the
United States. The Chairman will reeollect distinetly that
that is the ground upon which this amendment was opposed ; that
it did not exclude purchases of articles outside of the United
States, but that it had reference to the auditing of accounts in
the United States by the purchasing agent in the United States,
who, in the United States, would give orders for the articles no
matter where they came from. ?

Now, I do not believe that fairly, or at least necessarily, the
language will bear that construction beyond a possibility of
doubt or misunderstanding. If the language means that the ar-
ticles may come from anywhere; that anybody, whether a eiti-
zen of the United States or an alien, may supply them; that
they may be brought from any place in the United States or
from any place out of the United States, then I think the amend-
ment which I suggested merely will make plainer and elearer
that proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman
from Minnesota if there is now any existing law upon this
provosition? -

Mr. TAWNEY. The general provisions of the act creating

the Commission authorizing the purchase of the canal and the
construction of the eanal is the only law which we have on the
subject. Of course, if this is not a change of existing law, then,
of course, the Commission can buy anything anywhere, and
what object has the gentleman from Missouri in offering the
amendment?

The CHATRMAN.
cern the Chair.

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think there is any specific law ap-
plicable to the place as to where the purchases made by the
Canal Commission shall be made, but there is a general law
beyond which the Commission heretofore claimed they were not
authorized to go in the making of their purchases.

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the amendment of the gentleman
from Missouri changes existing law, the Chair will rule the
amendment to be in order. -

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to eite the Chair to the law
covering the point.

The CHAIRMAN. Then the point is overruled.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make
some remarks on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri desires to
be heard on his amendment,

Mr. DE ARMOND. The purpose of the amendment is to
make this provision of the law show just precisely and beyond
the possibility of misunderstanding or misconstruction what
gentlemen eclaim it already means without the amendment.
Now, if the provision as it stands in this bill does not limit the
purchasing agent in the United States making contracts in the
United States to the American market, then there can be no
objection, it seems to me, to this provision offered by this
amendment. If, however, the provision as it stands does, or by
misconstruction, if you please, might, limit the purchasing
agent to articles of American production—in other words, to the
American market—then there is the very greatest and very best
of reasons why the amendment ought to be adopted. Now, if
you really wish to eonfine the purehases to the American mar-
ket, then vote down the amendment and interpret the construoe-
tion of this provision contrary to what you now claim it means.
If, on the other hand, you desire to enable the purchasing agent
of the Government to purchase the articles at the world’s price
upon the best terms that can be obtained, no matter who sup-
plies them or where they come from, then it seems to me that
this amendment ought to be adopted to remove whatever of un-
eertainty or danger there might be from misconstruction of the
provision as it stands. That is all I eare to say about it.

The CHAIRMAN., The question ig on agreeing to the ameund-
ment.

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the
noes appeared to have it. -

Mr. DE ARMOND. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 58, noes 74.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I believe I would like to
have tellers.

The CHAIRMAN.
tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

The CHATRMAN. The gsntleman from New York |Mr. Lir-
TAaver] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ArMoxnn] will
take their places as tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
66, noes 93,

So the amendment was rejected. '

The Clerk read as follows:

For miscellaneous material purchases on the Isthmus and miscel-
laneous expenditures, consisting of hotel and hespital and other sup-
plies, transportation of labor from West Indies, $400,000.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out in lines 5
and 6 the words “ from West Indies,” so that the appropriation
for the transportation of labor shall apply generally to the
United States or any other place. This is only just and fair, it
seems to.me, to the workingman in our own eountry.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lines 5 and 6 strike out the words * from West Indies.”

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the
amendment?

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy the attention of
the commitiee only a moment. I desire to say a word or two in
support of this amendment. It seems to me this provision car-
rying $400,000 for transportation of labor should apply to the
workingman of the United States as well as to the laboring man
of the West Indies. I do not think there ought to be any limita-
tion or distinction in this matfer. In fact, if there is going to
be any discrimination it should be in favor of our own people.

The object of the gentleman does not eon-

The gentleman from Missouri demands
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I want to give the working people of the United States a chance
to do some of the work on the canal, as well as the laborers of
the West Indies, and treat Americans, if anything, a little better
than aliens. I wish to protect our own people as well as for-
eigners, so far as this provision goes, to pay the transportation
of workingmen to and from the Canal Zone. My amendment
will do this, and in my opinion it is just and fair. It is impossi-
ble for me to conceive why a distinction in the matter is made
against our own working people in favor of laboring people from
the West Indies. If we are going to pay the transportation of
the West Indian laborers to and from the canal, then I submit
we should pay the expenses of our own working people to and
from the Isthmus. The provision in the bill diseriminates
against the hard-working and industrious people of our own
country, and I am opposed to that in any way, just as I am op-
posed to the other provision in this bill to make the eight-hour
law inapplicable to the Canal Zone. I am in favor of the
eight-hour law here and everywhere. Industrial labor has
struggled for years to place it on the statute books, and I shall
always oppose its modification or repeal at the dictation of self-
ish contractors who want to work their men nine or ten hours
a day, even if the work to be done is on the isthmian ecanal.
I am surprised that the Republicans of this House favor this
modification of the eight-hour law, and when that provision is
reached I trust it will be stricken out of this bill on a point of
order. I stand for the rights of the American workingman;
and, in Congress or out of Congress, 1 shall always do all in my
power to advance his interests and aid him in every way I can
to ameliorate his ccndition. These provisions I refer to dis-
criminate against our own workingmen and strike a blow at
the dignity of the American toiler. I am absolutely against
such legislation. -1 trust, therefore, that my amendment will be
adopted, and the other provision in this bill, repealing the eight-
hour law in so far as it is applicable to work in the Canal Zone,
u;;ll ]be stricken out of the bill. [Applause on the Democratic
side.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Surzer) there were—ayes 51, noes 55.

‘Mr, SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

I';lt‘he CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Litraver and Mr. Surzer as
tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
64, noes T7.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I now move to amend the bill
as follows: In line 6, after the words * West Indies,” insert * or
colored labor from the United States.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 6, after the words ‘* West Indies,” insert the words * or col-
ored labor from the United States.”

Mr. SULZER, Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment in be-
half of the colored workingmen who are going to the Canal
Zone from the United States. If we are going to pay the trans-
portation of the West Indian negro, then why in the name of
fairness and common sense should we not pay the expenses of
the negro of the United States who leaves our own country fo
go to dig the Panama Canal? The gentlemen on the other side
of this Chamber pretend to be the friends of the negro in
America. I have often doubted your sincerity in the matter,
but now I shall put it to the test and find out by your votes
on this amendment if you think less of our own negro working-
man than you do of a negro laborer from the West Indies—if
you are willing to pay the latter’s expenses to and from the
Canal Zone and refuse to pay the transportation expenses of
the American negro to and from the Isthmus. The vote on this
amendment will tell the story more eloguently than words, and
I am ready for the vote, and I shall hereafter point to the record.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The gquestion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Suirzer) the Chair announced that there were—ayes 26, noes 52.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De
Armonp] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert & new paragraph, as follows:

“All new purchases shall be made at the lowest price and upon the
best terms that the markets of the world afford.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
DE ArmonDp) there were—ayes 54, noes 63.

Tellers were demanded and ordered. !

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. LitTravEr and Mr. DE Ag-
MOND as tellers.

Th(g committee again divided; and there were—ayes 61,
noes 81.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For salaries, incidental expenses, rents, cable and tel ph_service
in the United States, covering Washington office, including Commis-
sioners, offices of assistant purchasing agents at New Orleans, New
York, and Tacoma, $75,000.

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. In this five-minute debate I will not undertake to dis-
cuss the question under consideration; but my morning mail
brings me a very interesting and instructive letter touching on
the question under consideration—one from William 8. Buck-
nell, an employee. in Panama, whose veracity and standing are
vouched for by my friend, the Hon. A. K. Bailey, a pioneer
journalist, editor of the Decorah Republican, Decorah, Iowa, a
gentleman of the highest standing, a close student of national
affairs for half a century, whose ability, judgment, and integrity
are recognized all over our State and by all who know him.

In view of all the eriticisms and misinformation that have been
printed, I deem it proper and in justice to the administration of
affairs there that this unbiased, reliable, and valuable informa-
tion be printed in order that the truth be known.

The value of this information, coming as it does, I am sure
will be appreciated, and it clearly establishes the fact that the
sanitary conditions on the Isthmus have been much improved,
and that every possible effort has been put forth in an effective
and intelligent manner to provide for the comfort, convenience,
and health of the people there.

I ask leave to print these papers in the REcorD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

The papers are as follows:

[The Decorah Republican, A. K. Bailey & Son, proprietors..

DEcorAH, IowA, January 20, 1906,
Hon. G. N. HAUGEN,

Dear Simm: I take the liberty to send you herewith a letter that will
appear in the Republican of January 25. The writer is a citizen of
Decorah, a man of integrity and intelligence; by occupation an archi-
tect, and a good one. He went to Panama nominally to be a * foreman
of carpenters,” but when he got there and they found his caliber he was

ut into office work as a draftsman and has been engaged at that work
or over a Year,

It seems to me his testimony contradicts positively that of Mr.
Poultney Bigelow. Mr., Bucknell has no cause that I can see for mis-
reporting the sitnation of affairs ag he has seen them. His theme is the
Inrgeness of deeds done in the year. That of Bigelow's Is the reverse.
The latter should have no motive to misrepresent, but the constant de-
gire to make as much of a “ good story " of what he writes is a constant
incentive to exaggeration in a correspondent, and especially so to one
who has a reputation to maintain, Because of this difference I contend
that Mr. Bucknell, though an humble citizen, having no reputation to
sustaln as a correspondent, is the most reliable witness of the two.

Yours, truly,
A. K. Bamney,

ALONG THE PANAMA RAILWAY—THE IMPROVEMENTS THAT HAYE BEEN
MADE IN A YEAR—THE GOVERNMENT'S CARE OF ITS WORKERS,

ANCON, CANAL ZONE, ISTHMUS OF PANAMA,
January 10, 1908,

EpITors REPUBLICAN : During the first of the month I took a trip on
the cars across the Isthmus and back, and noticed In particular the
improvements along the line—such a contrast between now and a year
ago. Most everything is changed. At the towns and stations nearly
all of the old buildings have been repaired, cleaned, and painted, and a
number of new houses have been erected. Fly screens are being put on
all houses, old and new. On some the entire verandas are screened.
Brass and bronze screens are the only kinds used. Iron rusts out in a
short time; therefore is not used at all. Along the railroad the brush
and weeds have been cut and all present a more civilized appearance.

Perhaps it would be of Interest to know a little of what {s being done
in the way of bulldings and how employees are provided for. glearly
all bulldings are frame structures, and all are furnished with shower
baths, lavatories, and water-closets. At the present time there are
three large buildings being erected at Ancon, Tivoli Hotel being the
largest. It is to be three stories. It will have 150 bedrooms in the second
and third stories, The first story will have several bedrooms, but most
of the space will be taken up with dining halls, etc. Verandas for the
three stories will extend around the entire bullding. The distance
around the building, measuriur at the outside edge of veranda, is 1,500
feet (over a quarter of a mile). The nurses' home and the bachelor
officers’ guarters are both alike and three stories high, with three-story
verandas on all gides. Each will have rooms for 105 beds.

Plans are made for a $75,000 residence for the use of the governor
of the Canal Zone. The walls will be of concrete blocks, and the inte-
rior finish of rooms will be hard wood. A large administration buildin
sanitary department building, and police court bullding are to be buiﬂ
at Ancon as soon as possible. Besides the foregoing, a large number of
portable frame houses have heen placed at Ancon for the use of mar-
ried men. All of the best buildings are to have tile roofs. The cheaper
kind have corrugated galvanized-iron roofs.




1906.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1441

At Culebra a large office building is being erected for the engineering
and architectural departments. fore many weeks these departments
will be removed from Panama and located there. Empire, Culebra,
and Gorgona are not far apart, and most of the married men's resi-
dences are being placed at these points.

At Corozal are married men's quarters and a Zone hotel. This hotel
Is typleal of several that have been erected between Panama and
Colon. Owing to the size it has lost favor, and smaller houses are tak-
i.ng the lead. It is three storles high, with three-story verandas on all
sides. The first story is taken up with dining halls, office, and kitchen,
The second and third stories are divided and have elghty bedrooms.

The material department is at Cristobal (the United States portion
of Colon) and has quarters similar to the foregoinf,'. A great many
married men's residences have been built at this place and La Boea
and other places along the canal.

A number of large hospitals were built at Colon and Ancon by the
French, and others have been added by the Isthmian Canal Commission.
These are the main centers, and most all sick are taken to one or the
other of these places. There are a few emergency hospitals along the
line that are made use of temporarily. Those who have been to these
places when sick claim that they were well eared for.

Every station of any size is provided with a jail. Numerous other
buildings have been erected, such as insane asylums, quarantine sta-
tions, cement-block plants, lumber sheds, barns, planing mills, etc.

According to contract the Commission are to furnish free quarters for
all employees, and In case ang of the employees are not allotted quar-
ters they are allowed In lieu thereof a commutation equal to 15 per cent
of their monthly salary, provided they appl uarters and the Com-
mission have none to give. the Comm s quarters and the
app‘llgf.nt refuses to e them, he is then barred from recelving com-
mutation.

Married men who have their families here are provided with a private
residence containing from three to eight rooms, the size of the house
being according to the salary and the number to the family, Men with-
out familles are allotted rooms In the Zome hotels. The allowance to
each is 1 square foot of floor Bguce for each $1 of hils month's salary.
Those who receive less than $100 per month are allotted quarters
several together in the same large room and sleep on cots. Those
receivi 100 to $125 per month are allotted quarters, two to each
room. very person receiving $150 or more per month is given a room
to himself. ooms are furnished with oak furniture, and include
bureau, washstand, table, two chairs, iron bedstead, bed springs, mat-
tress, pillow, and iamp. The occupant furnishes his own sheets, blan-
kets, and pillowcases. Married men receive furniture according to the
gize of the family, and are also fornished with a cooking range.

The Zone hotels are run by the Commission. It Is understood that
those who room at one of these are to take meals in the dining hall,
the price being 30 cents (gold) for each meal. No extra is charged for
taking care of rooms.

When an employee accepts quarters in one of these hotels he is fur-
nished with a meal k containing fifty meal tickets by the time-
keeper, and is charged $15 for it on the books. Thizs amount is taken
out of the salary at the end of the month. The books can be had in no
other way, as the timekeeper is not allowed to take cash. By this
method no one pays for more meals than he eats. Should an employee
wish to leave before all the tickets have been used he can return the
unused tickets and get credit for them. Two dining halls are in each
of these hotels, one for office men and the other for carpenters and
tradesmen.

There are a number of * chronic kickers”™ at these places that find
more or less fault with meals, which at times is amusing and at other
times disgusting. This, of course, is the natural consequence where so
many board together. For my dpart. I can say that the board, with
very few exceptions, is good, and far better than any that can be had
at any other place on the Isthmus, and is as near like that of the
United States as circumstances will permit,

Yours respectfully, Wu. 8. BUCKNELL.

P. 8.—Eggs to-day In Panama are only T3 cents (gold) each.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment offered by the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HavceN] is withdrawn.

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Ma-
conN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows :

Insert at the end of line 16: * Provided, That no part of the sum
herein appropriated shall be used in the payment of salaries to press
agents or other sentiment-promoting officers or employees.”

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the
amendment?

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, when the bill making appropri-
ation for this projeet was before the House at an earlier day of
the session the fact was disclosed that the Panama Com-
mission had in its employ what was known as a * press agent.”
That produced in the minds of a good many people the conclu-
sion that there was a kind of a scandal going on in connection
with the operation of the affairs of the Commission; in other
words, they had a Mr. Bishop employed at a salary of $10,000
per annum for the sole and express purpose of arousing a senti-
ment in faver of the project.

Now, sir, it seems to me that he was entirely useless in con-
nection with this matter, if that was his sole business, for we
all know that the sentiment in favor of the digging of the Pan-
ama Canal reaches from the Lakes to the Gulf and from one
ocean to the other. Therefore it is entirely unnecessary to have
one engaged in that capacity in connection with the affairs of
the Commission. Now, sir, while I feel that I ean not, in my
humble eapacity, change the policy of that Commission, still we
can call attention of the country to the existence of such an evil ;
and while I understand that temporarily the Commission has
decided to dispense with the services of that officer, the employee
known as a “ press agent,” still we do not know, after this ap-
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propriation is made, after this Congress has adjourned, but
what such an ofticial will be employed again. Therefore if we
call the attention of the Commission to the fact that the Con-
gress does not favor the employment of officers or employees
of that superfluous character it might cause them to act differ-
ently in the future. .

Sir, at any rate, as I said a moment ago, if we can not do
anything else, we can call the attention of the people to the
fact that the Commission has willfully and deliberately paid
out the sum of $10,000 per annum to one Mr. Bishop for the
sole purpose of manufacturing sentiment in favor of the canal,
when no sentiment was necessary, action alone being needed.
Then, sir, they can do as they wish about the matter.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. MACON. Division!

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 62.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For salaries, incidental expenses, rents, cable and telegraph service
in the United Btates, covering Washington office, including Commis-
sioners, offices of assistant purchasing agents at New Orleans, New
York, and Tacoma, $73,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 15, line 18, add: “Provided, That no part of the money herein
appropriated shall be pald to any Commissioner as compensation in ad-
dition to his salary as Commissioner."

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the substance of this
amendment was practically agreed upon by the committee.
The intention of the committee was to prevent the payment of
compensation to men under the guise of paying them for diffe
ent services. -

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly.

Mr. TAWNEY. Under your amendment, will it be possible
to pay the president of the Commission, Mr. Shonts, any more
than $7,5007

Mr. FITZGERALD. It will; if the President says that the
Commissioner who shall be chairman of the Commission shall
receive $30,000 a year, then that is his compensation as Com-
missioner. If he says that the Commissioner who shall act as
governor of the Canal Zone shall receive $17,500, he receives
that salary. This merely prevents the President saying that
a man shall receive $7,500 a year as Commissioner and $22,500
as chairman. The salary for services ought to be fixed in a
gross sum and paid them.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For new equipment purchases, $1,565,786; in all, £5,340,788, which
shall continue available until expended : Provided, That all expenditures
from the appropriation herein made for the isthmian canal shall be
pald from, or reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of,
the proceeds of the sale of bonds authorized in sectlon 8 of the said
act approved June 28, 1802,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, by
striking out all beginning with the word “ provided,” on page
15, line 21, down to and including the word “two™ on line 2,
page 16.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 21, page 15, beginning with the word * provided,” strike out the
remainder of the page and lines 1 and 2 on page 16.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to dis-
cuss that, but I do not want to pass it without renewing the
objection formerly made, when the matter was up under the
emergency bill, of this policy of bonding posterity, running.in
debt, issuing bonds to pay for these things when we have the
money in the Treasury or in bank.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi.

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let us have a division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 57. ;

So the amendment was rejected. o

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by inserting a new paragraph, as follows:

“All pure shall, so far as may be practicable, be made at the
lowest prices and upon the best terms that can be obtained.”

~
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Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word on
the amendment. That amendment, I think, is as carefully and
conservatively phrased as anyone can desire who wishes te give
those who purchase for the Government any option or any
opportunity to buy nowhere except in the United States at any
prices except those which the trust may fix. It provides that
the purchases shall be made at the lowest price and upon the
best terms obtainable, so far as may be practicable, leaving out
of consideration instances of emergency, where it might be
supposed that purchases ought to be made at a higher price
or on poorer terms.

Mr, TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. What advantage does the gentleman from
Missouri claim would result from this, or in what respect does
this amendment of his differ from the practice that has obtained
in the matter of making these purchases since the beginning of
this work?

‘Mr. DE ARMOND. In answer to that, I will say that I shall
be very much surprised if it is not contended later on that this
peculiar language is intended to limit the purchasing agent to
articles produced in the United States. I wish the Government
to have the opportunity to buy where those who purchase con-
clude that they can do best, leaving it, so far as emergency pur-
chases are concerned, to the option and judgment of the pur-
chasing agent. If he thinks it is not practicable to buy at the
lowest price that can be obtained er upon the best terms, owing
to some exigency or contingency, or from some reason satis-
factory to him, if this amendment be incorporated, there will
be no coercion upon him; but the general admonition is: * Buy
where you can buy best; make the money of the United States
go as far as possible; expend as little as may be necessary
to procure what you must have.” That is the object and
purpose of the amendment, and it seems to me a good object
and a good purpose, which I think may not be accomplished by
the provisions as they now stand.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the deficlencies carried in
this section are to provide for deficiencies during the months
of April, May, and June next. They amount to $5,000,000.
Now, the Commission has already expended, or has had appro-
priations to expend, $21,000,000. They have followed out the
course in making their purchases of having full advertisement
and award to the lowest bidder. Why now make this comment
on the procedure as it has properly proceeded?

Mr. DE ARMOND. If the gentleman will permit me to re-
ply, this is not a comment upon anything that has been done.
The incorporation of this amendment will not negative, does
not criticise, will not interfere with any contract now subsisting,
or any purchases that have heretofore been made. It is an ad-
monition as to the future, from the time when this legislation
shall become operative, as a general rule; in other words, when
it is practicable, to buy for the best price and upon the best
terms. Now, if there be objection to that, such objection can
well be urged against this amendment. If there be no objec-
tion to that I do not know what objection ean be urged against
this amendment. -

Mr. LITTAUER rose and was recogniz

Mr. WILLTIAMS. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Mississippi?

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, if, as the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. TAwxNEY] says, the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De Aramoxp] will make no sort
of change in the provision of the law as you have it before yon
now, and will result only in giving the Commission authority to
pursue the practice which they have hitherto been pursuing and
which they desire to pursue, then why not accept the amend-
ment and let it go on the bill?

Mr. TAWNEY. Simply because I do not think it is good
policy to attempt to prescribe by legislation the details for the
running of any great business enterprise. If they do not con-
duct their business in a business-like manner, they can be re-
moved at any time; but to attempt by legislation to confine
them to certain rules and limitations which pertain merely to
practical business common sense is not necessary, and I am
opposed to it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the contention of the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ArMoxp] is that the language of
this bill is a limitation and a restriction, and that the language
which he offers as an amendment would remove all that, so
that there would not be any limitation or restriction in the bill

upon the discretion of the Commission to buy wheresoever they
chose. So that when the gentleman says he does not believe in

putting limitations or restrictions upon a bill of this character

he argues over on the other side of the line and against the pro-
vision which he himself has offered. The very object of the
amendment is to remove either the real or fancied restriction
and limitation as to details in the provision of the bill itself.

Mr. TAWNEY. The statement that I made was not a limita-
tion upon the expenditure of this appropriation, but I said it
was impracticable to attempt by legislation to limit the carrying
out of the details of a great enterprise like this,

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I understood. Now, it is
alleged, and it seems to me with considerable plausibility, if
not with actual truth, that the provisions of the bill do enter
into details and limit the Commission to certain things. Now,
whether the provisions of the bill do that or not, there cer-
tainly is room from this language for somebody so to construe
it if anybody chooses.

Now, the gentleman tells the House that he is in favor of the
Commission buying material and equipment wherever they can
get them the cheapest. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Lirraver] also tells us that. Then it is alleged that the lan-
guage of the bill is doubtful, and still gentlemen will not con-
sent to remove the doubt by saying in plain language that the
Commission shall have the power which they say it has, that
they shall pursue a practice which they say It has pursued,
and that the discretion in purchasing shall not be limited, con-
tending that hitherto it has not been limited.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel that I am
capable of fully understanding the position taken by the gentle-
men on the other side in connection with this isthmian canal
project. They insist, as I understand it, that the eight-hour
law shall apply to employment, even of foreigners, upon the
work upon the isthmian canal. They insist that we must em-
ploy them for only a limited length of time, like American work-
men, and they insist at the same time that we shall buy the
things that are necessary to use in the construction of the canal
in the markets of the world, of contractors who employ their
laborers ten and twelve hours a day. :

I am unable to understand why it is any more desirable to
employ foreign workmen under contractors ten and twelve
hours a day, and thus take the labor from the American work-
men, than it would be to employ foreigners upon the Isthmus to
do the work that Americans can not do for ten or twelve hours

a day.
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman— .
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the

gentleman from Missouri?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. The gquestion is whether the gentleman from Iowa opposes
the policy of buying at the least price and upon the best terms
that ean be obtained? ¥

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion. Things that can be prodoced for use upon the Isthmus
by American labor I am in favor of producing by American
labor, and paying the American wage scale, and consequently I
do not want to buy these things in Europe or elsewhere outside
of the United States; but work that is to be done on the Isthmus
and can not be dome by Americans—that is, not displacing
American workmen—I am in favor of doing at the cheapest
price. I see no discrimination against labor in employing
European labor or any other labor on the Isthmus in work that
can not be done by the Americans at the best prices, and, at the
same time, buying the goods that Americans can produce in the
United States at fair prices here. [Applause.]

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Iowa whether he is opposed fo putting a prohibition upon the
officers who deal for the Government as to buying where they
can buy the best and cheapest?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not in favor of buying goods
abroad that ean be produced by American labor simply because
they can be more cheaply produced by some other labor. I am
in favor of buying these goods—the product of Ametican labor—
for nse upon the Isthmus; but gentlemen come here and say
they are in favor of buying things that we can produce from
foreigners—the product of foreign labor—and when it comes to
doing the work that we can not do by American labor, limiting
it to eight hours, and putting all possible restrictions on it. I
can not understand how they can reconcile these two positions.

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman is confounding two propo-
sitions. We are on one now. The proposition we are on now is
a simple, plain proposition, if this bill means what it is said it
means—to buy upon the best terms the officers could get—it
would be their duty to do it. If it doesn’t mean that, the gen-
tlemen have not been very ingenuous in what they claim about it.
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, will the gentleman from Missouri
permit me to ask him a question?

Mr, DE ARMOND. Certainly. )

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is the gentleman from Missouri in
favor of the employment of other than American labor on the
Isthmus at more than eight hours a day?

Mr. DE ARMOND. When we come to that, I will take care
of that. T have my own views upon that subject, but do not
want to get away from this. As far as the gentleman from
Towa is concerned, I will meet him on that. The point we are
on now is whether or ngt we should, in legislating on this sub-
ject where hundreds of millions, and the Lord only knows how
many hundreds of millions, will be expended, say whether we
are going to buy things at cost prices in America or at prices
for which Americans are willing to sell similar articles abroad,
or, in other words, whether we shall buy them in the world’s
market at the world's market prices.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman
has declined to answer——

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; I have not declined to answer.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. For the present—for the present—
whether he is in favor of employing other than Americans on
the Isthmus at more than eight hours a day; but he asserts
that he is in favor as against American producers of buying
goods for the Isthmus that could be produced in America of
foreign producers who do employ labor more than eight hours a
day.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to enlighten
the gentleman I will answer, and I answer only for myself. T
am not opposed to employing alien labor in the lower grades
of work upon the construction of this canal upon terms of longer
days than the eight-hour day. The reason I am not opposed
to it is because, realizing that the American public will be com-
pelled to pay untold numbers of millions of dollars for this
great work, I am in favor by every reasonable, honest, and hon-
orable method of lessening that expenditure as far as it may be
done. I hope that is an answer to the question.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I then congratulate the distinguished
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE Armonp] upon his personal
consistency, but can not so congratulate those gentlemen who in-
sist that the work that can be done in America shall be done
by laborers toiling ten or twelve hours a day in foreign lands,
but the work that can not be done in America and by Americans
shall be done under the eight-hour law.

Tee CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. Smrra] has left the consideration of the section just read
and has proceeded to the consideration of the merits of the
section to follow. Since he has done that, I shall imitate him.
I am not in favor of suspending the laws of the United States
in connection with governmental contracts or the hours of labor
under that law. I do not believe that Congress ought to do it,
and I am not at all feoled with the general argument that T am
interfering “ with freedom of contract.” I understand human
nature well enough to know that whenever you say to a lot of
men, “ You can work eight hours or you can work longer,” or
the Government says, * You can work eight hours if you want
to or you can work longer if you want to; it is a matter of free-
dom of contract with you, between you and me ”—I know that
that is all high-sounding, empty fulmination. As a matter of
human nature, I understand that that proportion of those la-
borers who would not want to work any more than eight hours,
and who would dare say so, would soon find some ocecasion or
opportunity to be dismissed—discharged from their work al-
together. Common sense teaches that. I know it to be true.
Here you have somebody working, let us say, in a governmental
institution which keeps open on Sunday, but where it is left
to the discretion of the employees to take Sunday labor or not
as they please. Those who come in and take Sunday labor
stay where they are, ensconced in position. Those who decline
to agree that they will perform Sunday labor soon find that
their services are not “ absolutely needed’ in the bureau or
in the Department, and so it will be upon the Isthmus. The
gentleman is, moreover, mistaken in concluding that there will
not be any American labor upon the Isthmus. There will be
American labor there, and there will be a great deal of it there
before this is through with.

Mr. SULZER. Isn’t there lots of it there now?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course there iz, and I say there will
be a great deal more of it there before this is through with.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I never said there would be no Ameri-
can labor there.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, the gentleman referred to the labor
there as *alien labor.”

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. I referred to alien labor.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, this contract law—
this law which says that the Government in its work shall not
work its men over eight hours—is a wise law. It does not rest
for its basis or justice upon whether the man who is doing the
work is an alien or an American. It rests upon grand indus-
trial reasons that were satisfactory to Congress when the law
was adopted, and it is the law itself, it is the nature of the
contract that the provision affects, and has nothing to do with
the parentage or color or nationality of the man who is do-
ing the work, and if it is dispensed with in Panama it may bé
dispensed with elsewhere after a while.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question
there?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As a matter of fact, in America almost
all labor is governed by eight-hour rules, by negotiations be-
tween the unions and the employers. Would the gentleman then
advocate breaking down that system by letting contracts for
supplies upon the Isthmus to firms abroad who employ alien
labor for more than eight hours a day?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is again
trying to get from the one subject-matter to another. It seems
to be this morning his favorite pursuit. I am talking about
a law upon the statute books wherein the Government of the
United States sets the example, with its persuasive power, to
all other employers of labor in the way of employing labor for
eight hours. So far as that example is persnasive so far it
has force. It is in my opinion a good example. I think old
Sir Matthew Hale, long before these latter-day industrial con-
ditions arose, was wise in his division of a day into three parts:
“ Right hours for sleep, eight hours for work, and eight hours
for edification, recreation, and worship,” and I think it is wise
for the United States Government to do all that it can do, to
wit: Just simply set an example. It is setting that example,
and I do not want to break down that example in Panama or
anywhere else.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. Will you not break down that example
if you let contracts to foreign firms that employ foreign labor
for ten or twelve hours a day and therefore can do work
cheaper than American labor at eight hours a day?

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to strike out the last word. Mr.
Chairman, the last remark of the gentleman has no pertinency
at all to the matter I am discussing. Contractors might or
might not work their men more than eight hours, and if it is
better to build this canal by contract that is a minor considera-
tion in a great question; but what I am contending for is that
the Government of the United States as an employer of labor shall
not set an example to them and to other people to work longer
hours than eight hours any day. The gentleman would later on
give work out by contract, probably—I have no doubt that he
will have to come to that—and now he would, before that time,
set an example to the contractors to work their men more than
eight hours. Now, Mr. Chairman, this work after a while is go-
ing to be carried on in relays. This work is to be carried on all
day and all night in order to economize in the use of the ma-
chinery. It will be best to have three relays of men working
each eight hours, so that the three will work twenty-four hours
and the work go on all the time,

I am unalterably opposed to the United States Government
setting an example to the employers of labor, whether in Pan-
ama or anywhere else, of working their men longer than eight
hours [applause], and I believe, moreover, Mr. Chairman—and
there is no demagogue in me, I hope; I try at least to have none
of it about me—but I believe that labor is more efficient, will
do better work, work more intensely, more earnestly, and more
efficiently when it is not overworked and when the hours are
not too long. I believe that in almost every pursuit an honest
man trying to work will turn out as much work in eight hours
as he will in nine or ten. Not the first day, not the first week,
but in the long run, because a man who is working nine and ten
hours for months works down and has not the energy and ambi-
tion and working capacity of a man who works like the mischief
the eight hours he is at work, but not working so long as to be-
come absolutely paralyzed intellectually and physically with the
drudgery of his pursuit.

Mr. LITTAUER. May I ask a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi
yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes.

Mr. LITTAUER. Will not the gentleman admit that the
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peculiar conditions existing at Panama demand some recog-
nition here, even though we all agree upon the general propo-
sition that eight hours should be the limit of a day's work here
in the United States? Does he not recognize that it is in the
first place difficult to get skilled mechanics and efficient common
labor at the Isthmus, and there is a demand on the part of
skilled mechanics who constantly implore the Commission that
they should be permitted to work longer hours?

. Mr. WILLIAMS. I never heard of anybody arguing for
i{longer hours for labor or for child labor in factories or any-
thing else oppressive who did not contend he was doing it at
the request of the victims. It seems a wail is going up from all
the children in all parts of the country to be allowed to work
themselves into insanity in the factories of this country, and
I suppose the walil is going up down there from men begging
to be overworked. There is but one difference between the con-
ditions there and the conditions here, and that is against your
argument. That is that men can not work efficiently and ener-
getically as many hours down in a tropical climate as they can
in a temperate eclimate.

Mr. LITTAUER. Do they ever work in a tropical climate as
energetically and efficiently as they do in a temperate climate?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, I think the general climatie condi-
tions forbid a man working out in the sun as many hours or as
long a time, and, generally speaking, if it is an unhealthful trop-
ical climate like that at Panama the anmmic condition of the
workman keeps him from being as efficient and as energetic a
worker as another man would be in another climate. But that
has nothing to do with this except to reenforce my argument,

Mr. DE ARMOND rose.

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
from Missouri rise?

Mr. DE ARMOND.

The CHAIRMAN.
amendment.

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask
permission to interrupt the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Wirtriams]., As I came in I understood the gentleman in his
argument to be discussing the example of the United States and
so much of the proposed amendment to the bill as referred to
the employment of men for more than eight hours by the United
States Government.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Under our existing law.

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Well, that is the point. The
existing law applies as much to the contractor and subcon-
tractor on a public work of the United States as it does to the
United States itself. And the abrogation of the law proposed in
the bill reaches the contractor and subcontractor with as much
force as it reaches the officers of the Government. Therefore a
discussion which goes to oppose the Government’'s working men
for more than eight hours and does not interpose the same ob-
jection against the contractor or subcontractor working them
only partly opposes this amendment. In other words, it sees
to express equal dissatisfaction with the present law as appliea-
ble to the Philippines as the committee expresses, only it is
dissatisfaction with one part instead of the whole. Or does
the gentleman oppose any modification of law and advocate
keeping it as it is in its appuication to the subcontractor and
the contractor, a point which I understood the gentleman to re-
fuse to discuss?

Mr. WILLIAMS. In the first place, I do not understand the
law to be as it is stated by the gentleman from New Jersey. I
am probably less of a lawyer than the gentleman from New
Jersey, but I do not understand the law to be as he states it.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I will confine myself to this particular mat-
ter. I am trying to run out every other matter cognate or akin
to it

Mr. FITZGERALD rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Garpxez] yield the floor to the gentleman from New York [Mr.
FrrzceRALD] ?

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. For the present.

Mr. FITZGERALD. One of the reasons assigned by Mr.
Shonts in his testimony before the committee is that 80 per cent
of the employees are aliens and never heard of the eight-hour
law. If the logic of his argument were carried out then it
would be proper not to apply the laws of the United States to
all the alicns who came here, and simply because men had never
heard of the right of trial by jury and the right of freedom of
speech and freedom of religion it would be proper to suspend
those laws in any territory controlled by the United States as
well as to suspend this eight-hour law. While it is contended
that the I:thmus is a perfectly healthful place at the present
and men can work as long there as they can in the United

1 desire to discuss the question.
The gentleman has already discussed the

States, or longer, I wish to read at this time an extract from
the speech of Chairman Shonts, which was inserted in the
Recorp by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvexor] yesterday.
This speech was delivered Saturday at Cincinnati. Speaking of
labor and the conditions on the Isthmus, he used this language:

Experiment with the Itallan laborers, while not made on a large
scale, has not been satlsfuctory, for the reason that they did not seem
possessed of great vitality, and succumb quickly to tropical fevers.

To-day in every part of the United States Italian laborers
are doing the common laboring work of the country. They do
possess great vitality., Perhaps they have not the same strength
that meh of other nationalities have, but from the Italian immi-
grants to-day the common laborers of the country are being ob-
tained. And yet, according to Mr. Shonts himself, tropical
fevers must be so prevalent there that these men ecan not success-
fully work on the Isthmus.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but does
bhe not think that Mr. Shonts had in his mind the fact that the
Italians were not acelimated, and also had in his mind the kind
of laborers they are able to get in that tropical section that are
more capable of standing the exigencies of the situation? I
think the gentleman will find that is true.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be, perhaps, what was in the
mind of Mr. Shonts, but what came out of his mouth is the
language that I have read, and I have no means of telling what
was in his mind.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think that if you will read his whole
speech you will discover that fact running through it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be true; but in this speech
he in other places said that they hoped to obtain a great pro-
portion of the labor from the United States. They hope to get
the skilled mechanics from here; they hope to bring the clerks
and other civil employees from here.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. These are the day laborers that the
gentleman has in mind now?

Mr. FITZGERALD. These are the day laborers. The fact
is that the Italians who come to this country come from a
more nearly tropical climate than ours, becausé the great mass
of the Italian laborers in this country, unless I am misinformed,
come from the southern part of Italy, and the climatic condi-
tions there are more equal to the climatie conditions of the
Isthmus than the climatic conditions of the northern parts of
this country, where these men are to-day.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. DE ARMOND. For the purpose of discussing the amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlman has already discussed this
amendment.

Mr, DE ARMOND. I move to strike out the last word, or the
last twenty words, if need be. I ask unanimous consent to
have three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to address the committee for three minutes. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr, DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. Smrta] desired to divert, and apparently succeeded in
diverting, the attention of the committee from the matter pend-
ing to a matter that is not pending, but will be in a moment.
The gentleman from Iowa bases his observations upon the sug-
gestion that to incorporate the amendment that I had the honor
to offer would be to place the American laborer in a disadvan-
tageous position. Now, the object of this amendment is to
enable the American Governwment, as a purchaser, to obfain
what we need, if we choose to buy from the American pro-
ducer, the American manufacturer, as cheaply as the Ameri-
can manufacturers would sell the same things to any other gov-
ernment, to any other people, or to any individual ecarrying on
this same great work. If the gentleman from Iowa, or any
other gentleman, is really opposed to enabling the Government
of the United States to buy as cheaply as the persons from
whom the Government of the United States shall buy are
willing to sell to foreigners who wish to buy, then I am per-
fectly willing that be should take that position. Now, I ask
that the amendimnent be read in my time,

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask that
the amendment be read.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-

ment will be considered as withdrawn, and the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Missouri will again be reported.
The amendment was again reported.
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The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Division!

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 638.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I offer another amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by inserting a new paragraph, as follows:

* All purchases shall, so far as may practicable, be made at prices
and upon terms as favorable as those that Americans give to foreign
customers.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it. .

Mr. DE ARMOND. Division!

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 62.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Tellers!

Tellers were ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lir-
TAUER] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE Armonp] will
please take their places as tellers.

Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Chairman, may we have that amendment
reported again?

The CHATRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will again re-
port the amendment.

The amendment was again reported.

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 63,
noes 81.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

The provislons of the act entitled “An act relating to the limitatlons
of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon
the public works of {ha United States and of the District of Columbia,”
approved August 1, 1892, shall not apply in the construction of the
isthmian canal within the Canal Zone.

Mr. McNARY. A point of order.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I make a point of order that the language
on page 16, lines 3 to 8, inclusive, is a change of existing law.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

KATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS.
At the Western Branch at Leavenworth, Kans.: For household, In-

eluding the same objects specified under this head for the Central
Branch in the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1906,

7,000,

¢ At the Danville Branch, Danville, Ill.: For hounsehold, including

the same objects specified under this head for the Central Branch in

the sundry clvil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1906, $4,000.
For hospital, inc! udj.n&the same ob_Iects specifled under this head for

the Cia&t’:re’nl Isirs%%ch in the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal
ar y .

. t the Mountain Branch, Johnson City, Tenn.: For transportation

A
of members of the Home, $3,000.
For completion of coal shed, $1,000, and sald coal shed may be con-

structed of steel or other suitable material.
39;5 Ot(_}ha Southern Branch, Hampton, Va.: For dredging and filling,

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I move to strike out the last word. I
would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill
whether these items were properly apportioned; and if so,
whether the officers having in charge these expenditures prop-
erly waived them. Just a statement as to how these defi-
ciencies arose.

Mr. LITTAUER. In each one of these National Homes we
were advised that the appropriation had been apportioned and
waived under special circumstances, and the necessity for each
one of these deficiencies was demonstrated to us.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And had been properly waived by
the officer in charge in writing?

Mr. LITTAUER. They were apportioned; as to the proper
waiver I must take them up singly. In the Danville Branch
the apportionment was made in accordance with the provision
of section 8679 of the Revised Statutes, and waived by the
president of the Board of Managers.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They were all waived properly. That
is the only inguiry I have to make. I withdraw the pro forma
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Btate or Territorial Homes for Disabed Soldlers and Saflora: For con-
tinuing aid to State or Territorial Homes for the support of disabled
volunteer soldie in confumltgi with the act apg;oveﬁ August 27,
1888, including all classes of soldiers admissible to the National Home
for Disabled %’o!unteer Soldiers, on account of the fiscal year 1005,
$188,879.87 : Provided, That mno ggrt of this a]iﬁm&riatlon shall be
apportioned to any State or Territorial Home until its laws, rules, or
regulations respecting the pensions of its inmates be made to conform
to the provisions of section 4 of an act :Egrowd March 3, 1883, enti-
tled “An act rescriblng regulations for Soldiers’ Home located at
Washington, the District of Columbia, and for other purposes;"

but the above proviso shall not applg to any State or Territorial Home
into which the wives or widows of soldiers are admitied and main-
tained : And provided further, That no

be apportioned to any State or Territorial Home that m
or canteen where intoxicating liguors are sold.

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, on page 18, line 2, I move
to strike out the proviso that mo part of this appropriation
shall be appropriated for State or Territorial Homes where in-
toxicating liquors are sold.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves an
amendment, which the Clerk will report, ;

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 18, lines 2 to 5, inclusive, strike out the proviso which reads
as follows: “And provided further, That no part of this appropriation
shall be apportioned to any State or Territorial Home that maintains
a bar or canteen where intoxicating liquors are sold.” !

Mr. LITTAUER. I beg to call the attention of the gentleman
making this motion to the fact that this paragraph concerns a
deficiency made in the year 1905, on account of that fiscal year,
and that consequently his amendment would not seem to be in’
order in connection with that deficiency. {

Mr. GOULDEN. Very well; I will withdraw the amendment
now, but shall offer it later on the regular appropriation bill.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The amendment is withdrawn. ;

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment has
been withdrawn, so that I have nothing to say. I am some-
what familiar with this provision in the statute, and am opposed
to its being stricken out.

Mr. SHERLEY. I renew the amendment.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say that I
think the gentleman from New York [Mr. LirrAver] is wrong
in his suggestion. The limitation was put upon the money ap-
propriated. It seems it was only sufficient for nine months;
but that limitation put upon the previous appropriation cer-
tainly does not bear at all upon any subsequent or further appro-
priation required to carry on the expenses of the Home until
July 30, 19086.

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from New York has misun-
derstood his colleague in charge of the bill [Mr. LiTtTAUER].
This money has already been earned during the fiscal year 1905.

art of this appropriation shall
5 afntalnn a bar

Mr. PERKINS. When did the fiscal year 1905 end?

Mr. TAWNEY. The fiscal year 1905 ended on the 30th of
June last.

Mr. PERKINS. How was it earned?

Mr. TAWNEY. Under the provisions of law.

Mr. PERKINS. Under a prior act?

Mr. TAWNEY. The appropriation was not sufficient to meet

the expenditure, and this is to make up the deficiency and to pay
an amount earned during that fiscal year.

Mr. PERKINS. You refer to an amount that became due
on June 30, 19057 '

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes.

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I will take advantage of my motion
to ask a further gquestion which, perhaps, is not of importance
now, but may be in the future. I ask the gentleman what is
his observation, if he has any, as to the effect of doing away
with the canteen in these Soldiers’ Homes? Has it had the
same effect that has been produced by doing way with the can-
teen in Army posts? >

Mr. LITTAUER. As far as I have learned it has had that
same effect, and I believe that in the future the provision ought
to come out of the appropriation bill.

Mr. PERKINS. I thank the gentleman. .

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This provision has no reference to Na-
tional Military Homes. It applies only to State homes, which
admit the wives and widows of soldiers. An exception was
wisely and properly made in relation to such homes. The gen-
tleman from California [Mr. Berr], in the last Congress, made
an argument that I regarded as unanswerable in favor of this
provision as applicable to State homes. Those homes are con-
sfructed and maintained under State authority altogether. The
Congress, in 1888, passed a law providing that $100 for each
soldier maintained in a State home should be contributed from
the Federal Treasury toward the maintenance of the soldiers,
and I do not believe that Congress now ought to change in any
way this benefaction or donation toward assisting the States
in the maintenance of these institutions. But I want to disa-
buse the minds of gentlemen by stating that this provision ap-
plies only to State Homes and not to National Homes at all

Mr. LITTAUER. Will you permit me, however, to eall your
attention to the fact that these provisos have all been observed
in connection with the deficiency herein reported?

Mr. CRUMPACEKER. They ought to have been, in relation
to State Homes.

Mr. LITTAUER. And they were, under the law.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And properly so.
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Mr. LITTAUER. And the appropriation was found to be
short the amount herein stated?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. I simply rose to say that
this proviso had no reference or application to National Military
Homes.

Mr. TAWNEY.
Military Homes.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; so that there is no question be-
tween the gentleman from New York and myself on that propo-
sition.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.
Is the amendment which was suggested on page 18 before the
committee or has it been withdrawn?

Mr. TAWNEY. The amendment was withdrawn, and there
is nothing now before the committee.

Mr. SHERLEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
on page 18, line 2, to strike out all the words, beginning with
“And provided further,” to the end of the paragraph. Now
the gentleman can discuss his point of order.

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no point of order made against it.

Mr. SHERLEY. There was a suggestion that it would not
be in order.

Mr. TAWNEY. The statement was made that an amend-
ment would be of no effect, because this money has all been
earned by the State Homes under the limitation during the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. This is to pay the balance
which the Government owes to these State Homes under the
terms of the law, because the appropriations for that fiscal year
were not large enough. That fiscal year expired June 30, 1905.
This is an appropriation for that deficiency. This does not
relate to the future of the Home or to this fiscal year or the
next fiscal year.

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that it does
not, but it does give this House an opportunity to go on record
on-a very important matter. For that reason I desire to have
the amendment passed upon by the committee. In that con-
nection I desire to say simply this: The day has gone by when
it ought to be necessary to discuss before an intelligent audi-
ence the merits or demerits of the canteen, either in the Army
or the Soldiers’ Home, If it was possible to surround an Army
post or a Soldiers’ Home with prohibition over so great an area
that the inmates of the Home, or the men in the Army, could
not obtain liguor, then there would at least be as much to be
said in behalf of legislation abolishing the canteen as there
would on the general question of prohibition. But the prac-
tical effect of such legislation is that it has turned the soldier
in the Home and the soldiers in the Army from the canteen and
forced him to go to houses of ill-repute, where he is not sur-
rounded with restrictions and his appetite is unrestrained,
where, instead of having any protection, he has ample oppor-
tunity to be intempenate and become the victim of drunkenness.

There is no man within the sound of my voice, with few ex-
ceptions, but believes that this is true, but, unfortunately, the
statement once made by a Senator from my State that * whisky
lhiad no enemies in the cloakroom and no friends on the floor,”
seems to be frequently true, judging by the legislation of the
House. [Laughter.] We have been hypocrites to permit our-
selves to vote for legislation that in our secret souls we did not
believe i, because of the pressure of misguided but good people
on the outside, and I want to give this House an opportunity,
as long as I am a Member of it, every time to vote on the ques-
tion of whether we are to stifle our intelligence because of
pressure that is brought to bear by temperance unions on the
outside.

Mr TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit
me, I will say that it is immaterial whether his amendment
is voted up or voted down. I do not think the gentleman ob-
tains any expression of opinion in securing a vote on this
proposition. If the gentleman will withdraw his amendment
and offer it when it is proposed to appropriate for the next
fiscal year for these State Homes, and the bill should carry this
pmvisibn, then he will have an opportunity of testing the real
gentiment of this House. But for myself it is immaterial how
we vote on the proposition now, because the paragraph or pro-
viso is entirely immaterial and would have been dropped out
had it not been overlooked in the preparation of the bill.

Mr. SHERLEY. It is of some value for this House, the first
chance it gets, to go on record against this specially hypocritical
legislation. ;

t)}:\\Il'. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
gentleman if he has any information as to the operation of the
canteen on Soliders’ Homes, and particularly on institutions
used by the several States and maintained by the States?

Mr. SHERLEY. I will answer that I have made no recent
investigation, but when the subject was up for discussion last

The canteen is not prohibited in National

year and immediately subsequent to this legislation I did receive
considerable information touching the matter, and that informa-
tion went to show that what had been true in regard to the
Army was true in regard to Soldiers’ Homes—that the men were
turned outside of the Homes to saloons, where they could get all
the liquor they wanted and where they got drunk; that instead
of drinking in the canteen, where there were proper restrictions,
they went outside of the Homes and got into a worse condition
of drunkenness than was ever known before.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Did the gentleman make any inquiry
on the subject in relation to the State Homes?

Mr. SHERLEY. I am speaking of them.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman if there is
a State Home in his State?

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not recall that there is. There is not
in my district.

Mr, CRUMPACKER. I think there is not.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, is it necessary to move
to strike out the last word or the last two words?

The CHATRMAN. The amendment has not yet been opposed.
The gentleman is recognized for that purpose.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well. I have a suggestion I just
want to make. I have not had the pleasure, although I have
sat right exactly below my distinguished friend the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], of listening to his usual and
customary assault on this legislation. I have assumed, however,
that it is a repetition of the speech I frequently heard him
make—that is, full of intemperate assertions, and, I undertake
to say, ill-considered suggestions. Now, when the time comes
and the sense of this House needs to be taken, I hope it will be
under circumstances when we will get the sense of the House,
and if they want to assail this legislation under proper condi-
tions, we will try to be prepared to give the House some infor-
mation on the question, and not ask the House to sit here and
be dubbed as hypocrites by my distinguished friend from Ken-
tucky [Mr. SHERLEY]—and 1 suppose he puts himself in the
category, because he referred to “us”—and be influenced by
inflammatory assertions such as my friend continually and al-
ways makes, induced undoubtedly to a large extent by the ter-
ritory from which he happens to come, and possibly my view
may be indueed to a large extent by the territory from which I
happen to come. But when the time comes, when it is prop-
erly in order and we can discuss this, we will endeavor to give
the House some information on this guestion, so that it can act
intelligently and not act on the spur of the moment. I hope
that the gentleman’s amendment, under these circumstances, will
be voted down, and that we will not reverse the policy of this
House which it has adopted for the last two or three sessions,
although I agree with the chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwxEY], that the vote under
these circumstances is not particularly significant one way or
the other. When the time comes, however, 1 shall be very
glad to go over the matter carefully with my friend.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, doubtless the House appre-
ciates that it is unwise in ever taking any action without a final,
exhaustive statement from the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
LirrrerFierp]. I am exceedingly sorry that any views I may
have and may see fit to express should meet with the severe
condemnation and arraignment of the distinguished gentleman.
Notwithstanding his attempt to impugn my motive because of the
district I represent, notwithstanding the statement that my argu-
ments are ill conceived and are not the result of that reflection
which always characterizes the distinguished gentleman when
he makes a speech, I still submit to the House that this is not
a new question. It is not a question, even, that is necessarily
confined for its proper determination to the wisdom of the gen-
tleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrrerierp], and it did seem to me
that it was proper that this House should now consider this,
even if it has no practical effect. 'The moral effect of the com-
mittee's action would be great. I have tried not to be intem-
perate on the matter.

The gentleman says I speak always on the subject. I have
never spoken before on the subject save once when the matter
was brought into the House by the amendment that was put
on the bill last year by the gentleman from OCalifornia [Mr.
BerL], and I doubt if there is a gentleman in this House who
lhas been more persistent in his views of prohibition and who
has flaunted them more repeatedly in the face of the House
than the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Larrrerierp]. Nobody
took exception; nobody impugned his motives. I am willing

to concede that he is perfectly sincere; that the fact that his
district is a prohibition distriet and the political sentiment is
in favor of prohibition has nothing to do with his motives. T
would not be guilty of making the inference that he makes to
those who differ from him; but this is aside from the question.
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1t is the first time that I have had occasion to make what
might be called a “ personal* reply relative to any position I
may take. In my statement that the House had been hypo-
critical I did not have the distinguished gentleman in mind. It
is possible to sometimes think of the House without having him
in mind. I do know that a lot of us have been hypocritical
about a lot of guestions, and it seemed to me only fair and
frank to say so.

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr, Chairman, I have no desire to enter into
a discussion of this question at this time on account of the posi-
tion taken by the Committee on Appropriations that it is not in
order, but as a member of the board of the New York State
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home for the past five years, I possess
practical information which at the proper time I shall gladly
give to the House. I desire to say at this time that it has
been the law to allow these canteens to be conducted in State
Homes as they are in the National Homes since their establish-
ment. Two years ago the gentleman from California [Mr.
BeLL] made a statement here whieh was afterwards verified
by myself, that at the Home in California the canteen was
badly conducted—in fact, was a disgrace. Hence, at the time
1 permitted the gentleman from California to introduce that
rider to the appropriation bill and did not oppose it. I will at
the proper time give the resolutions adopted by the board of
trustees of the New York State Soldiers and Sallors’ Home, as
well as the views of the officials connected with that Home. I
simply give this information to the House now for the informa-
tion of the Members and serve notice that I shall at the proper
time fully discuss the subjeet, giving good and convinecing
reasons for the proposed reestablishment of the canteen in the
State Homes for the soldiers and sailors of the civil war.

Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, I heard the distingnished gen-
tleman from Kentucky |[Mr. SHERLEY] say that there were no
State Homes in the State of Kentucky, and therefore he can not
have any personal information anless he has investigated outside
of that State as to the condition of affairs relative to the sale
or use of liquors in State Homes. I desire, however, to say a
word in corroboration of what the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
Lirrierienp] has advanced, because I have information from
the Soldiers’ Home there which will sustain the position that he
has maintained. Two or three years ago I sent my partner to
Togus, Me., to the Soldiers’ Home located there, for the purpose
of taking a deposition. In order to reach that place it is neces-
sary to take a steamer and go up the Kennebec River. That
steamer had perhaps half a dozen passengers on board, but it
was loaded down with liquors for the Soldiers’ Home. When he
arrived there to his astonishment he found on the grounds of
that Home a canteen and a stream of old veterans constantly
passing in to obtain liquor, and, still more to his surprise, he
found upon the other side of the State, within the precinets of
the Soldiers’ Home, a Keeley cure. On one gide they were making
drunkards and on the other side they were trying to cure them
of drunkenness.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In what State does that exist?

Mr. TIRRELL. In the State of Maine. I think that state-
ment alone of such a disgraceful condition of things, partially
authorized at least by our Government, is sufficient to vete down
any amendment to strike out this clause of the bill

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I want the committee to
distinetly understand, whetiher they vote for or against this
amendment, that soeh action can not in any way prejudice the
defieiency that exists and is provided for in this paragraph under
the law. I personally sympathize with the objects of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky, and I hope that some day I may be able
to vote in an effective manner to carry out his stated purpose.
[Applause.] But what is the use at this time of striking into
the empty air?

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Alr. Chairman, it seems to- me
there is no connection between the provision of this section and
the question of the Army canteen to which attention has been
called by the gentleman from Kentucky. The question of the
Army canteen is one enfirely foreign to this proposition. The
Soldiers’ Homes are eleemosynary institutions, charitable institu-
tiong, and there is no sense in claiming that because there are
old goldiers who desire and deserve to attend these charitable
institutions the Government and the State should maintain a bar
at which they ean get their drinks. The condition of the Ameri-
can soldier is an entirely different sitwation. If it is true that
cutting out the Army canteen has resulted in drunkenness
among the American soldiery, as the gentleman from Ken-
tucky intimates, we should give the matter our immediate and
thoughtful attention. But that is not the question here. We
take eare of those old soldiers in these institutions beeause they
have not the means with which to provide for themselves, and

it is perfectly ridiculous for the gentleman from Kentucky or

any other State in the Union fo stand up and say we can not
maintain order and keep these people from getting drunk un-
less we maintain a bar for them. If we can not keep them in
health and comfort without maintaining a bar, if they can not
lead orderly and sober lives there when they are cared for at
the expense of the Government and the State, they should be
permitted to go forth and look for themselves. [Applause.]

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer as a substitute to the
amendment on page 17, line 17, to strike out after the word
“cents” the remainder of the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all the paragraph beginning with the word “ Pro:.rﬁted',"
on l!ri% 17, page 17, down 4o and including the word * sold,” line 5,
page

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the smbstitute to tha
amendment.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What is the purpcme of the
substitute to the amendment?

Mr. TAWNEY. The purpose of the mhstitute is to strike
out the language of the bill which is entirely immaterial. It
is the custom in reperting a deficiency appropriation to guote
the entire law under which the original appropriation was made.
My amendment simply eliminafes the language that is- not
material, because it relates to a deficiency that oceurred in the
fiscal year 1905.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentlan
another question. Does your substitute include this language,
*“that no part of this appropriation shall be apportioned to any
State or Territorial Home,"” ete.?

Mr. TAWNEY. It strikes that out; but I will say to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania this—he does not understand it——

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I want to understand it-
that is my purpose.

Mr. TAWNEY. If you will give me your attention for a
moment——

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I can listen with the side of
my head toward the gentleman.

Mr. TAWNEY. The appropriation for the fiscal year 1905
was not sufficient fo meet the obligations of the Government to
these State Homes. Now that fiscal year has passed. .This
money has been earned by all the State Homes, and we are now
appropriating for that deficiency.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the bﬂl Te-
ported from the committee contained the provision that there
should be no further rum in these Homes. = If the gentleman will
look or listen——

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota gh'e
attention to the gentleman frem Pennsylvania?

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. When the committee reported
this bill the committee evidently intended”that the provision
which has been discussed for five or ten minutes should become
a law. Do you propose now to sirike it out?

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the law to-day.

Jfr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then why do you include 1t‘*

Mr. TAWNEY. Because, as I stated at the outset, it is the
custom in reporting deficiency appropriations to repeat the lan-
guage of the original appropriation.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is always
elear and polite in his statements. Now, let me ask him a ques-
tion further. Does the condition proposed in this bill now pre-
vail at these Homes?

AMr. TAWNEY. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. And if this item succeeds,
will this be the result, that no part of the appropriation made
shall be apportioned to any State or Territorial Home that main-
tains a bar or canteen where intoxicating liquors are sold?

Mr. TAWNEY. It will be apportioned just as the law stundn
to-day.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. But my friend can answer
the question yes or no and satisfy me.

Mr. TAWNEY. It will be apportioned to Homes only that
eomply with the law as it stands on the statute book to-day.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then there is no occasion for
this provision. We already have the prohibitory law.

Mr. TAWNEY. None at all,

Mr. GROSVENOR rose.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have been
recognized.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I just wanted to ask one question. The
amount of it is this: There is no deficiency, nor money to be
used, in any State Home in which there is a bar or canteen?

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Therefore this appropriation will go ex-
actly as a limitation upon the original appropriation?
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Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly it does; and that limitation stands
as a law until it is repealed.

Mr. CRUMPACKER rose.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruM-
PACKER] is recognized.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with the
gentleman from Minnesota, the chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations, in his interpretation of the legal effect of his
proposed amendment. This paragraph contains an appropria-
tion to cover a deficiency that occurred during the fiscal year
1005, a year that has already passed and gone, €0 an appro-
priation covering that deficiency, without containing the limi-
tations that were upon the original appropriation bill, probably
would have been sufficient. But since the committee has seen
fit to report the appropriation with the conditions contained in

 the original bill, and in view of the argument made by the

.of the committee, that this language is necessary.

gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SaErLEY] that action here would
have some moral effect, it may be construed by managers of
Soldiers’ Homes and by the publie generally that it is the judg-
ment of Congress that State Soldiers’ Homes ought to be per-
mitted to maintain canteens. The question is now so presented
that this committee can not strike out the limitations upon the
appropriation without having its action construed to mean that,
in the judgment of the committee or the House of Representa-
tives, the canteen ought to be reestablished and maintained at
State Soldiers’ Homes.

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman kindly yield for a question?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; for a question.

Mr. PERKINS. Suppose the committee, when they reported
the bill, had omitted the section which is confessedly surplus-
age. What harm would it have done?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. None at all.

Mr. PERKINS. Then what harm is done by striking out the
surplusage now ?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Simply because, Mr. Chairman, the
argument has been made that this provision which the gentle-
man from New York denominates as surplusage ought to go out
for the moral effect upon the country, to let the country know
that it is the opinion of Congress that it was a mistake to abol-
ish the canteen in State Soldiers’ Homes. I have the honor to
represent a district in the State of Indiana in which is located
a Soldiers’ Home that allows the wives and widows of veterans
of the civil war to find shelter and protection, and the law of
the State of Indiana prohibits the establishment and mainte-
nance of saloons within a mile of that institution. This pro-
vislon might go out without affecting the State Soldiers’ Home
at Lafayette, Ind. But I do believe, Mr. Chairmar, in view of
the argument that was made and the action of Congress a year
ago and two years ago upon this question, that that action
should not be reversed now, and the House ought to take no
action that might be construed as a change of its judgment on
the question until there has been a full, free, and thorough in-
vestigation and until we have had more information in respect
to the influence of canteens upon these splendid institutions
than we now have. Therefore I oppose the amendment of the
gentleman from Minnesota. The provision he seeks to strike
out was put in originally largely through the influence of
Governor Lind, who represented the capital district in the State
of Minnesota in the last Congress. I object to the amendment
on account of the effect it would have—the interpretation the
public would put on the action of Congress in this particular—
and I sincerely hope it will be voted down.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I want to ask the gentleman from In-
diana this question, so as to fix the effect of his argument before
the committee. I understand your position to be this: That
while it may be true, as a matter of law, in undertaking to
control the disposition of this appropriation that it may not have
been necessary for the committee to introduce this matter in
the urgent deficiency bill, inasmuch as my distinguished friend
from Kentucky raised the position that any construction by the
committee would be regarded as a formal expression on the part
of the House adverse to the legislation, and whether it had
any effect or not it would look that action had been taken.
Your view is that the construction that the country will get
and the idea the men in the Homes will get will be the idea
that the House is adversely inclined to this restriction.

Mr. CRUMPACEKER. The gentleman has stated my views
with admirable precision and clearness and much better than I
could have said it.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say that if inadvertently I im-
pugned the motives of the gentleman, my friend, a few moments
ago I regret it very much. It seems to me that there is a
great deal of force in the suggestion of the gentleman from In-
diana. I do not think, after the explanation of the ghmrmia’;:l

m‘u -

clined to think that this urgent deficiency bill would have acted
precisely as the appropriation carried before, but inasmuch as
it was in the bill, I do not see how the House can avoid being
placed on record, under these circumstances, if it goes out.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I move to strike out the last word.

Now, if it is to be considered as being adverse to this re-
striction upon the maintenance of canteens in State Homes,
the gentleman from Vermont very appropriately said, and
my distinguished friend thinks it does not affect the condition
of the anticanteen with reference to the United States Army,
but simply relates to the State Homes—we have none of them
in my State and I know nothing about it. The people that do
have them think it very unwise to allow a bar to be maintained
by the people running these Homes; and that is the purpose of
this restriction. Under these circumstances, while it may not
be effective legislation on account of the moral effect that it
would have, I certainly hope the House will decline to sustain
the amendment and let the proviso stand exactly as it is.

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to say that my purpose in offering
this substitute for this paragraph was, if any of it should be
eliminated, to eliminate all; but inasmuch as the Members of
the House think that the construction of this provision is going
to create an impression here or elsewhere as to what the im-
pression and sentiment of this House Is on the subject, I with-
draw my amendment. [Loud applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky, to strike out on page 1

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of say-
ing that I want to 1-—

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has once been heard.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 1 ask unanimous consent that the gen-
tleman be allowed to proceed.

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not going to debate the question. If
the Chair will indulge me a few moments he will see that I am
facilitating the committee and not handicapping it.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro-

Mr. SHERLEY. I desire to say that inasmuch as some Mem-
bers whose views accord with mine on this question do not feel
it is wise to raise the question, whether it would have any prac-
tical effect, I withdraw the amendment I offered. [Loud ap-
plause. ]

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment
will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

NAVY DEPARTMENT.

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to complete the distribution ot
the medals commemorative of the naval and other engagements in the
waters of the West Indies and on the shores of Cuba, to the officers and
men of the Navy and Marine Corps who participated in any of said en-
gagements, as provided by Puhlic resolntion No. 17, approved March 3,
1901, $10,000: Provided, That the medals herein authorized shall be
delivered to the person entitled to the same at the place where he is
located at the time of presenting the same.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows :

Strike out all after the word " dollars,” in line 19, and insert the fol-
lowing : “Provided, That the medals herein authorized shall be deliv-
ered at the place of residence to the person entitled to the same,”

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia give his
attention? Does the gentleman intend to strike out the proviso
and insert what he sent up in its stead?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Then it is so understood.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CurTis having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate,
by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate
had passed bill of the following title; in which the concurrence
of the House of Representatives was requested:

8. 1365. An act providing for the placing of an elevator in
the public building at Boise, Idaho.

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION.

The committee resumed its session.
The Clerk read as follows:
L BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT.

Coal and transportation : Purchase of coal and other fuel for steam-
ers and ships' use, and other equipment purposes, including expenses
of transportation, storage, and handling the same, and for the general

maintenance of maval coaling depots and coaling plants for the fiscal
years as follows : .
For the fiscal year 1906, $500,000.
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment
‘which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from New York offers
an amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows: 3

On page 19, line 6, add: “ Provided, That the amount hereby appro-
priated shall be expended without regard to the provisions of an act
n?proved Agmril 28, 1904, entitled ‘An act to require the employment
of vessels of the United States for public purposes.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against that amendment that it is a change of existing law.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, all I wish to say on the
point of order is that this amendment is a limitation upon the
expenditure of this appropriation.

Mr. TAWNEY. It may be a limitation, but still it changes
existing law. ! :

‘The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is out of order.
Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That no part of said sum herein appropriated shall be used
for the yment of transportation charges upon Amerlean vessels
where sald transportation charges are more than 20 per cent in ex-
cess of similar transportation charges upon foreign vessels.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, a point of order against
that amendment for the same reason as before.

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman from New York withhold
his point of order for a minute? I should like to be heard on
the amendment.

Mr. LITTAUER. Does the gentleman desire to have me re-
gerve the point of order? )

Mr. MACON. Yes.

Mr. LITTAUER. I will reserve the point of order.

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I think that this amendment
is only a limitation upon the appropriation, and I am inclined
to think the Chair will say that; but still the Chair is better
informed upon questions of that character than I am, and hence
I am going to leave that part of the work to him.

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Arkansas point
the Chair to the statute upon this subject?

Mr. MACON. This simply seeks to limit the appropriation.

The CHAIRMAN. Not the amendment which the gentleman
has submitted; but is there not a general statute upon the sub-
ject of carrying coal in American vessels?

Mr. MACON. There is a statute which provides that it shall
be carried in American vessels, and I do not seek to say in
this amendment that it shall not be carried in American ves-
sels; but I simply want to call the attention of the House to
the fact that in the hearings before the Committee on Appro-
priations it was shown that before Congress passed a law re-
quiring coal to be transported upon American vessels—and we
had the right to transport it upon foreign vessels—the price
‘charged was only $4.50 a ton. Since the passage of this law re-
quiring the coal to be transported upon American vessels it
has gone up 75 per cent, or, in other words, we have to pay at
this good day and hour the sum of $7.50 per ton. That, sir,
in my judgment, works a great wrong upon the American peo-
ple; and while they are willing to contribute something toward
the building up of American vessels, I do not think they fre
willing to pay as much as 75 per cent extra for that purpose.
I know it is not just to require them to do so. Therefore my
amendment seeks to limit this appropriation to the point that
whenever an American vessel will not earry coal for a sum not
in excess of 20 per cent of the charge made by a foreign vessel,
then no part of the appropriation shall be paid to such Ameri-
can vessel, It certainly will open their eyes and awaken them
to a proper sense of the situation and cause them to be reason-
able in their charges for the transportation of coal. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes that the proviso of-
fered by the gentleman from Arkansas may be a change of the
statute of April 28, 1904, which is as follows:

[Publie—No. 198.1

An act to require the employment of vessels of the Unlted States for
publie purposes.

Be it enacted, etc., That vessels of the United States or belonging to
the United States, and no others, shall be employed In the transporta-
tion by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of any deschiption,

urchased pursuant to law, for the use of the Army or Navy unless the

resident shall find that the rates of freight charges by said vessels are
excessive and unreasonable, in which case contracts shall be made under
the law as it now exists: Provided, That no l;reat»er charges be made
by such vessels for transportation of articles for the use of the said
Army and Navy than are made by such vessels for transportation of
like goods for private gs.rliee or ‘companies.

Spc. 2. That this act shall take effect sixty days after its passage.

Approved April 28, 1904.

The

Of course the Chair does not desire to become involved in a
discussion of the gquestion of fact as to whether American ves-
sels charge more than 20 per cent in excess of the amount
charged for like service by foreign vessels, but believing that
the amendment offered by the gentleman may work a change in
existing law, the Chair will sustain the point of order.

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That no lpart of this appropriation shall be expended in the
transportation of coal except upon contracts to the lowest bidders after
due advertisement inviting full and free competition from all sources,
and if it afges,rs from said bids that the discrepancy in charges is
more than per cent higher in American bottoms the facts shall be

lald before the President for his opinion as to whether the charges
are not excessive and unreasonable.

g[r. LITTAUER. To that, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order.

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to be heard, Mr. Chairman, on the
point of order. Mr. Chairman, the law referred to by the Chair
Just now provides that—

Vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States, and
no others, shall be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, pro-
visions, fodder, or sugp]les of any description, purcgased pursuant to
law, for the use of the Army or Navy unless the President shall find
that the rates of freight charges by sald vessels are excessive and un-
reasonable, In which case contracts shall be made under the law as it
now exists: Provided, That no greater char be made by such vessels
for tramsportation of articles for the use of the said Army and Navy
than are made by such vessels for transportation of llke goods for
private parties or companies.

The amendment which I send to the desk provides that when
the evidence shows that the charges for carrying coal in Ameri-
can bottoms is more than 10 per cent of what it would be if
put out to competitive bids the facts shall be laid before the
President in order that he may decide as to whether the charges
by the owners of the American ships are unreasonable. The
amendment does not change existing law. It simply directs
that the bureau chief shall lay the facts before the President in
order that he, in compliance with this law, may decide whether
the charges are excessive and unreasonable, If he holds that
they are excessive, then the law which was enacted more than a
year ago directs that the contract need not be given to American
ships, That is all, Mr. Chairman, I care to say on the point of
order.

The CHATRMAN. For the same reasons the Chair gave in the
previous ruling the Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York in
charge of the bill what is this $710,000 for? :

Mr. LITTAUER. The entire appropriation is $710,000, com-
posed of $210,000 which represents a deficiency for 1905.

Mr. PERKINS. Deficiency in what?

Mr. LITTAUER. Deficiency certified to by the Department
for the purchase of coal and its transportation, and $500,000
represents an anticipated deficiency during the present fiscal
year, the apportionments having been made and waived by the
Secretary of the Navy. .

Mr. PERKINS. Does it include coal and the transportatio
of coal for the Philippines?

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; in part coal and in part transporta-
tion to the Philippines, the Asiatic stations, and to coal deposi-
tories along the Atlantic and Pacific seaboards.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma
amendment. .

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like
to ask the gentleman from New York an explanation of this
deficiency. Have there been any unforeseen conditions since
the original appropriation was made for the year 19067 And, if
g0, I would be glad if the gentleman would give the House the
benefit of his information.

Mr. LITTAUER. Is the gentleman referring now to the
deficiency for 1905 or for the current fiscal year?

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. For both; I see that one fol-
lows the other.

Mr. LITTAUER. For 1905 the explanation is that that
amount of coal was purchased and was transported, and that
there is $210,000 now due because thereof. The 1906 deficiency,
which is controlled by the new law demanding an apportion-
ment. The apportionment has been waived for the reasons
that the amount of coal in the Philippines station had run very
low, and it was necessary to replenish it, and in addition be-
cause many coaling stations had been established along our
coast, in the West Indies, at Guantanamo, San Juan, Narra-
gansett Bay, and Key West. The Department thought it neces-
sary to accumulate a stock of coal at these places, an¢ in con-
sequence the appropriation of $2,750,000 was not sufficient. The
Department submitted an anticipated deficiency of $1,250,000,
which in our judgment was excessive. We determined that
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$£500,000 would be quite enough to carry out the administration
of this fund during the current fiseal year, and so recommended
to the House.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Does the gentleman mean by
that statement that the Department has seen fit, or necessity has
arisen, to purchase more coal than the Depariment originally
recommended, or has this deficiency been caused in part, and if
s0, what part, by the increased price in the transportation rates?

Mr. LITTAUER. Both of these deficiencies have in part
been caused by the increased price of transportation rates.

Mr. WILLIAM W. EITCHIN. That is a point on which I
would like to have an explanation. What part has been caused
by inecreased price of transportation?

Mr. LITTAUER. We were advised that during the year 1905
50,000 tons were transported to the Asiatic stations, the Philip-
pines, and others at an increased cost of about $2.62¢ a ton on
the average. During 1905 coal which had cost $662,000, at the
rate of $2.50 per ton alongside the wharf, cost for transportation
$930,000, and this increased expenditure was caused because of
the law requiring transportation in Ameriecan ships.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Is it a fact, as has been stated
here this afternoon by another Member, that the increased price
in transportation per ton has been in the neighborhood of $37

* Mr. LITTAUER. It was increased, as we were informed,
from about $4.873 a ton to §7 or $7.50 a ton under the operation
of law.

Mr. WILLIAM W. EITCHIN. Something over $2.50 per ton,
owing to that law.

Mr. LITTAUER.' Yes.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, That amounts to how much in
a year?

:;Jr LITTAUER. I can only tell the gentleman that during
the year 1905 we were informed that 50,000 tons of coal were
so transported.

‘Mr. WILLIAM W. KEITCHIN. During that year the increase
must have been something over $120,000

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; the deﬂcle.ncy asked for is $210,000.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCmN. Has the gentleman or his com-
mittee anything to recommend to relieve such a situstion?

Mr. LITTAUER. Simply the amendment which the commit-
tee has proposed to insert in the last paragraph of this bill,
amending section 3797, which will restrict the walver of appro-
priation in the future as far as we believe good administration
will permit.

‘Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Nothing in that amendment
will tend to reduce the price of transportation on coal, will it,
or relieve the necessity of shipping in American bottoms, al-
though the increased price is $2.50 a ton?

Mr. LITTAUER. The Appropriations Committee is not con-
stantly concerned with the change of existing laws. If the
Naval Committee desires to take up such a matter and correct
the abuses that become evident under the operation of Iaw, it
has its opportunity in turn.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITOHIN. I desire to state to the gentle-
man that my recollection is that this original law which caused
this great increase in transportation rates did not come from
the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Mr. LITTAUER. Noj; I believe it came from the Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. !

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I am not prepared to state.
It seems to me a very grievous error. .

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn, and the gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert at the end of line 6, page 19, the words “ Provided, That no
part of the amount hereby npgro rmted shall be upended for trans-
porting coal between New Y Y., and Manlla, P. 1, at a rate
greater than $5 a ton."

Mr, LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against the amendment. It changes existing law.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I think it is clearly a
limitation upon this appropriation.

The CITAIRMAN. Is there any presnent statutory provision
upon the subject?

Mr, FITZGERALD. None other than the law.

Mr. LITTAUER. This is fixing a price for work now already
provided for by law.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The discretion as to which is expressly
vested in the President, and this deprives him of that discretion.

Mr., LITTAUER. It seems to me that we already bave a
provision of law placing it within the digcretion of the President

to make any exceptions when coal shall not be transported in
American bottoms.

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LirrAveEr] point me to any statute relating to this transporta-
tion other than the one to which he has referred? The Chair
rather inclines to the opinion that this is a limitation.

Mr. LITTAUER. I ask, then, that the amendment be again
reported.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendwent will be
again reported.

There was no objection; and the Clerk again reported the
amendment.

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this is an important
question. It transpired in the hearings before the Committee
on Appropriations that so long as it had been possible to aceept
bids of foreign shipowners it was possible to transport coal from
Atlantie coast ports to Manila for $4.50 a ton. The highest
price ever paid while it was possible to transport in foreign
bottoms was $4.87% a ton. On the 28th of April, 1904, a law
was enacted providing “ that vessels of the United States or be-
longing to the United States, and no others, should be used In
the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies
of any description purchased pursuant to the law for the use of
the Army and Navy, unless the President shall find that the
rates of freight charges by said vessels are unreasonable and
excessive.”

After that law went into effect and it became’ necessary to
transport coal in Ameriean vessels the cost of transporting coal
from Atlantic coast ports to Manila increased from $4.50 a
ton to $7.50 a ton. The next item in this bill is an apprepria-
tion of $2105000 for transportation of coal for the fiscal year
1905. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars of that sum is
required because of the passage of the law just mentioned. Daur-
ing the fiscal year 1905 144,000 tons of coal were sent from New
York to the Philippine Islands. Ninety thousand tons were sent
in foreign bottoms at $4.50 a ton and 50,000 tons were sent in
American bottoms at $7.50 a ton. Coal that cost the Govern-
ment of the United States and this country about $360,000 cost
to transport to the Philippine Islands $900,000, and if this law
had been in effect, so that the 90,000 tons transported in foreign
bottoms had been transportéd in American bottoms, it would
have cost more than $1,200,000 to transport $£360,000 worth of
coal to Manila. This law of April 28, 1904, provides that
American vessels shall be used unless the President shall find
the price excessive.

The Chief of the Bureau of Equipment testified that his
Bureau is to-day receiving bids frem foreign shipowners to
transport this coal at $4.50 a ton. He also states that it is un-
necessary for American shipowners to enter a combination, be-
cause the prices that they are now charging the Government are
s0 high that there is no necessity for a combination to take ad-
vantage of the Government. If this amendment be adopted it
will enable the American shipowners to obtain an increase over
the price that foreign shipowners are willing to charge of 50
cents a ton. This is about an 11 per cent increase. There is
noething in this law which shows how great an increase in the
cost will be congidered unreasonable, and, whatever excuse there
may be for legislation to encourage the American merchant
marine, I am unable to see any justification for appropriations
that, under the operations of this act, compel the great mass of
the American people to contribute to the enrichment of a very
restricted eclass of citizens owning ships. "Mr. Chairman, if
this amendment be adopted, instead of using the $500,000 pro-
vided in the item now before the House, it is very likely that at
least $250,000 will be saved to the Government. I am not aware
that the country is in such a prosperous condition that we can
afford to pay these excessive prices and to sguander money in
this way.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment be
adopted I do not believe that the Government would save onée
cent. The only object of the amendment is an attempt by the
gentleman from New York to limit the shipment of coal from the
port of New York. His amendment declares that only $5 per
ton shall be paid on the shipment of coal from New York, N. Y.,
to Manila, P. I. Now, coal is generally shipped from other
ports than New York, N. ¥. Our principal ports of coal sup-
ply are the Chesapeake Bay, Baltimore, Newport News, and
Lamberts Point, consequently it amounts simply to an attempt
at a limitation in connection with the port of New York, N. Y.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I will change the amend-
ment I sent up.

Mr. LITTAUER. And I do not believe that the object sought
to be achieved here would be anything but a matter of bothera-
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tion to the Department; that it would achieve no good result.
We have a law which specifically states that this coal is to be
transported in American bottoms——

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the price is regulated in the dis-
cretion of the President.

Mr. LITTAUER. And the price is regulated within the dis-
cretion of the President as far as the application of the law

goes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from
New York withdrawing his amendment and substituting an-
other in its place? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no ob-
jection. Now, will the gentleman submit the amendment in the
form he desires? >

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after * New York" the words “ and other ports on the At-
lantic coast of the United States.”

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York makes the
point ¢f order against the amendment.

Mr. GROSVENOR rose.

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
rise?

Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 rose to oppose this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair will dispose of the point of
order first.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the Chair will sustain the point
of order and relieve me of the responsibility.

The CHATRMAN. The modified amendment does not change
the amendment, it seems to the Chair, and the point of order is
overruled.

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment is adopted it
will not, in my opinion, affect the efficiency in any way of the
naval establishment. The hearings before the Committee on Ap-
propriations show that at the beginning of the present fiscal
yvear there were at Manila only 7,000 tons of coal. Since that
time the Department has sent to Manila enough coal to furnish
our ships with what they needed and to provide a depot there
with a surplus of from sixty to seventy thousand tons of coal.
There is now that quantity at Manila—more than sufficient to
answer all of our purposes at the place during the present fiscal
year even if not another ton is sent there.

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say that that is the judgment also
of the Committee on Appropriations, and one of the reasons why
we reduced the estimates.

Mr. RIXEY. I am glad to hear the statement of the chair-
man of the committee.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. How much coal did the gen-
tleman say the Government now has at Manila?

Mr. TAWNEY. Sixty thousand to 70,000 tons.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That is a good bit of coal.

Mr. RIXEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am glad to hear the
statement of the chairman of the Appropriations Committee
that we have that quantity of coal there, and that it is more
than enough to earry us until the 1st day of July, 1906. There-
fore there is no necessity for us to hire any more American ships
during this year to carry the coal to Manila at an exorbitant
price. If these American ships are willing to carry it there at
a dollar a ton more than we pay to foreign ships, then there is
no prohibition upon the Department preventing it from adding
to this supply, already large enough however; but if the Amer-
ican bottoms will not earry the coal to the Philippine Islands
for 5 a ton, which is $1 per ton more than it would cost in
foreign bottoms, and more than we paid when the present law
went into operation, then the Department would not be embar-
russed, because we have sufficient coal there to answer our pur-
pose until after the end of the present fiscal year.

Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to call the attention of the
gentleman to some testimony in the hearings.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Rixey] yield to the gentleman from New York?

Mr. RIXEY. Yes.

Mr. LITTAUER. On page 107 Admiral Manney states :

We have to continue the purchase, but not to such afi extent. For
fnstance, at Manila 9,000 tons a month is ahout what they draw on
the Cavite station. But when we are stocking up, putting in 70,000
tons a year where there was but 7,000 tons, the expenditure is greater
than when we were just keeping up the supply.

Mr. RIXEY. Will not the gentleman also refer to page 106,
where the statement is made:

And that increased the deposit to between 60,000 and 70,000 tons,
which amount we now have there.

Mr. LITTAUER. That is not sufficient at the rate of 9,000
tons a month.
Mr. RIXEY. To carry us until July? I think so.

Mr. LITTAUER. It is, of course; but we can not permit our
entire coal supply there to be wiped out. The gentleman knows
that it takes months to replenish it. Any accident on the way
might delay or injure the service of the Navy.

Mr. RIXEY. If we did not get another ton there between
this time and the 1st of July, we would have then more coal in
the Philippine Islands than was there the 1st day of last July.

Mr. LITTAUER. I quite agree with the gentleman.

Mr. RIXEY. We can not afford to go on piling up this coal
at Manila at this enormous cost of transportation and to the
extent that the Navy Department wishes. For instance, in the
hearings it is stated that the General Board of the Navy Depart-
ment recommends that there should be a depot there with a
stock on hand of 200,000 tons. Unless some protection is
afforded against exorbitant charges for freight we should ecall
a halt, and we can do so and still have at Manila a sufficient
supply for all purposes.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentlemen in this House
who hold that the rehabilitation of the merchant marine is one
of the greatest and most important problems before the country
to-day ; but the statement was made before the Naval Committee
by Admiral Manney that since the law went into operation
providing that coal should only be shipped in American bot-
toms the number of ships at the service of the Government was
less than when the law went into operation. He stated that
the American steamers had so much of other business to attend
to that they did not care for this; that there was practically no
competition; and it is the opinion, so far as I can see, of the
bureau chiefs that there ought to be some provision made by
Congress which would protect the Government against extor-
tionate freight charges and bring some competition in the bids.
This unrestricted law that all coal for the Government shall be
carried in American bottoms seems not to build up the merchant
marine, but does cost many hundreds of thousands of dollars,
and there should be some limit fixed for the protection of the
Government.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. Rixey] has expired.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think if the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. Rixey] would understand this entire question he would
not favor the amendment that he has proposed. I speak only
on one phase of the question, leaving the discussion of the fair-
ness or unfairness of the prices asked by the American ships
for this transportation to other gentlemen. If I wanted to
close up all the mines of the American continent from New York
to Galveston, situated upon all the streams emptying into the
Atlantic ocean, so as to stop their output from going to the
oriental markets, I would favor this amendment; for not one
ton of coal will ever be shipped to the Orient if that sort of
limitation is put upon it, and for the manifest reason that an
abundance of coal is to be had right on the line of these ships
at a price far below what it would cost to carry it from the
American mines at the price the gentleman is proposing. The
Pacific Mail Steamship Company understands the situation
tolerably well, and is operating eight large ships, four very fine
large ships, and buy their coal not even at San Francisco. They
buy it at Nagasaki, Hongkong, and other points.

The ship on which the Taft party came home—the Korea—
one of the finest ships in the Pacific Ocean, and, by the way,
the whole line is about to be sold out, practically, to the Japa-
nese Government; and furthermore, the Oceanic Line with
them, so that our flag will go entirely off the Pacific Ocean in
a very short time if these contracts are carried out. That ship
upon which we traveled took in its coal at Nagasaki—2,500
tong, It ecost on board the ship trimmed and ready for our:
departure, less than $7 a ton. I will say to the gentleman that
coal was put on board by the labor of 1,200 men, women, and
children. They began at 9 o'clock in the morning and finished
about 7 o'clock in the evening. The process was astonishing to
every American on board that ship.

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if this
coal—

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me finish my statement. The coal
was brought to the ship in different barges. Each barge had its
narrow point against the ship, and the discharge of the coal
from these barges occupied almost the entire length of the ship,
and 1,200 men, women, and children—and a great many of them
women—handed that coal in baskets up the sides of the ship,
then on board the ship, and trimmed it in the bunkers of the
ship. This was done by labor at the cost of 15 cents a day to
the women and 25 cents a day to the best men, making about
20 or 23 cents a day for the labor. That was the coal that
brought our ship over and that was the coal that would take
the same ship back again. Now, I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. RIXEY. I am a little surprised that the gentleman
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would come on a ship where the coal was fornished from some
other country.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Walking was a
[ Laughter.]

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman what country
this coal came from?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, it came from Japan.

. Mr, RIXEY. Was it coal that was mined in Japan or in some
other country?

Mr. GROSVENOR. I presume it was mined in Japan; there
are great quantities of coal in Japan. I want the gentleman
to know that this was an American ship under an American
register, and I will want to say further to him that it is one of
gne last of our ships that fly the American flag on the Pacific

cean.

Mr. RIXEY. I want to read to the gentleman what the Chief
of the Bureau of Equipment said in reply to a question on coal
supply :

The native coal of Japan i1s not a good quality of coal for military

urposes. It iIs hard on the boilers and makes so much smoke as to
terfere with ship maneuvering and signals.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have said nothing about that.

Mr. RIXEY. 1 think the gentleman has stated that we could
use coal from Japan.

Mr. GROSYVENOR. I have not; but every ship carrying the
American flag on the Pacific is using it.

Mr. RIXEY. But here is what the Chilef of the Bureau of
Equipment says about its quality.

Mr. GROSYENOR. Now, the gentleman must not presume
that I do not know something of the character of coal. More
than one-third of all the coal products of Ohio is produced in
my Congressional district; so when I am talking about coal I
Eknow something about what I am talking about.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Did I understand the gentleman to say
that he would favor this amendment under certain conditions?

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not say anything of the kind.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to proceed for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman pro-
ceeding five minutes? [After a pause] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I would like to have gentlemen let
me alone unless they have something to talk about.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood the gentleman from Ohio
to state that he would favor such an amendment if it would
have the effect of preventing ships of another country carrying
this coal.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said if I wanted to stop all the coal
traffic of the United States in this direction I would vote for
such an amendment as that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman think——

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am trying to make myself understood,
and the gentleman need not catechise me about it. I think
everybody knows what I am trying to get at.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield further.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not understand anything that the
gentleman is talking about.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from New York is not
responsible for that condition of the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I think he is. What I have been
trying to say was that this was to put a stumbling block, an
impediment in the way of the traffic in American coal that ought
not to be permitted, and I wanted to say—and that is what I
took the floor for—this whole question of limitation upon freight
rates between the United States and the Philippine Islands is a
question that has been under discussion in the two committees
of the House and Senate having these mafters in charge, for
geven years. In my opinion it is probable they made a mistake
in the passage of the bill in the last session-of Congress, in
extending the navigation laws of the United States to the Phil-
ippine Islands at so early a date as we put them, and whatever
the committee may do—I ecan not speak for them—I shall advo-
cate a postponement over fo the end of the treaty time of 1909,
so that the competition that seems to be strangled by the opera-
tion of the law of last year shall be gotten rid of. Therefore,
in the meantime, it seems to me that it is ill advised for us to
undertake, in an appropriation bill, and an emergency deficiency
bill at that, to fix rates upon the transportation of coal. That is
all I wish to say.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I should like to have the opinion of
the gentleman upon this propesition: The amendment proposes
to fix the rates from Atlantic ports in the United States to the
Philippine Islands. What is the gentleman’s information as
to that proposition violating the post-preference clause of the
Constitution of the United States?

little troublesome.

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is clearly unconstitutional, and not
alone unconstitutional, but clearly wrong and diseriminative in
its character and ought not for a moment be considered. I do
not know exactly what the coal facilities of the Pacific coast
may be—how rapidly coal can be gotten to a shipping point on
the Pacific coast; but if it should so happen that it is available
to deliver this coal to a shipping point on the Pacific Ocean and
you then undertake to strangle it by this legislation upon the
Atlantie coast, you have clearly violated the law in the first
place and you have violated propriety in the second place.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know whether the port of
Philadelphia or the port of Baltimore can be technically ecalled
Atlangic ports, because they are not on the ocean.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Neither can New Orleans be called an
Atlantie port.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems to me it is quite clearly a
violation of the post-preference clause of the Constitution.

Mr. GROSVENOR. And out of New Orleans can be brought
the mighty coal supplies of the Ohio and Tennessee and Ken-
tucky rivers.

If the gentleman will allow me fo say a single word and then
I am through, this legislation ought to be carefully considered
by the committees of the House and not put in here in the form
of an amendment to an appropriation bill.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, in regard to
what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvExor] has just said,
I desire to call his attention to the fact that the purpose of this
resolution is not to require the Government to purchase coal in
the open market, or to purchase Welsh coal, or any other, but
it merely affects the transportation of coal from this country
to Asiatie ports.

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is very true; but whenever you
interfere with the rate of transportation you have interfered
with the propriety of purchase.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. But the gentleman will under-
stand that the normal rate of transportation before the passage
of the act of April 28, 1904, was much less than the limitation
carried by this amendment.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I disagree utterly with the reports that
have come to us upon this subject.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. According to all the testimony.
Another thing, I understood the gentleman from Ohlo to say that
he would favor this amendment if he desired to close up all the
mines on the Atlantic coast.

Mr. GROSVENOR. 8o far as oriental traffie is concerned.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Does the gentleman seriously
intend this House to understand that the purchase in a foreign
country of all the coal necessary at Manila wonld perceptibly
affect the mines of this country?

Mr. GROSVENOR. My statement was that if we wanted to
close up the mines of the United States, so far as the oriental
traffic was concerned, it wouldn’t amount to a drop in the
bucket.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I understood the gentleman
to leave the impression that the adoption of this amendment
would have a tendency to close up the mines.

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would not close a single mine.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Of course it would not, and it
would not appreciably affect the mines of this country. The real
question is whether it would not be better for the United States,
the people at large, to adopt this amendment. The Department
claims that at Manila something like 100,000 tons a year are
needed. Now, the purpose of this amendment is to get that
coal transported from this country at $5 a ton instead of $7.50
a ton. The gentleman from Virginia has well stated that even
if during the remainder of this fiscal year there is not another
ton transported we will not be harmed, because now there are
70,000 tons of coal at Manila, all put there by virtue of the last
appropriation act. That is more than sufficient to supply the
needs of the Department until the end of the fiscal year and
leave a greater surplus than there was at the beginning of the
fiseal year.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman assume that the
Navy Department will go on accumulating coal unnecessarily
without justification? If they will not go on, then what is the
object of the gentleman’s amendment?

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Oh, the gentleman will not get
us off from the main question. The question is not whether you
are going to accumulate unnecessarily, but whether you will pay
an unnecessary rate of transportation on that coal. I broughtin
the amount of coal to show that you could not be harmed even
if during the remainder of this fiscal year there was not another
ton of coal transported from this country to Manila. But why

does the gentleman presume that no more coal will be trans-
ported under this limitation?
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD.
tleman myself.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The information given to the
Committee on Appropriations is that under the present condi-
tions shipowners expect the United States to pay the entire
cost of ships going to Manila and returning to this country
when they carry our coal, Instances have been cited in which
these owners would carry a cargo of coal to Manila and coming
back bring part of a cargo that was shipped from this country
to Honolulu at a less rate than the Government paid for the
trip from this country to Manila. And, again, none of the coal
from Ohio, as I understand, goes to the Philippines, If I
recollect the printed testimony correctly, this coal is shipped
from Baltimore, Lamberts Point, and Newport News, all on
Chesapeake Bay. It is Pocahontas coal, Georges Creek coal,
‘and New River coal. It seems to me that no industry of this
country can be harmed by this amendment, but the public Treas-
‘ury will save a vast amount of money by being relieved from
.the necessity of paying any price that the American shipowner
may exorbitantly charge for the transportation of coal. They
;]gargte $7.50 a ton, when it used to be transported for less than

a ton

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it

would be the part of wisdom for this committee to adopt this
amendment. The restriction in the amendment, in my judg-
ment, would prohibit the Department from purchasing eoal. I
am inclined to think that undue Interest has been manifested
here in regard to the difference charged for transporting coal.
I remember distinetly the testimony of the admiral, and I re-
member his reply when the question was asked him if the for-
eign shipowners were not induced at this time to offer a lower
rate of freight than they had previously charged from-the fact
that they felt that they could not get any of the coal to trans-
port. He stated that perhaps that might be the reason. The
difference in the cost of transporting this coal in our Ameri-
ean bottoms is not so great as has been stated here upon
the floor of the House, or as can be inferred by the statement
of the admiral, when you compare it with the charges made
previous to the passage of this act.
' The report of Admiral Manney on the charges for transport-
ing coal from the Atlantic coast to Manila, which was all trans-
ported in foreign bottoms from 1889 to 1904, was that it aver-
aged $6.53 a ton.

Mr. FITZGERALD. May I make a suggestion to the gentle-
man there?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Admiral Manney stated to the sub-
committee——

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER.
years.

Mr. FITZGERALD. He stated that the highest price paid in
foreign bottoms was $4.87% a ton and the average price was
$4.50 a ton.

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from New York wants to be
entirely fair?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do.

Mr. TAWNEY. He stated that the price was made at a time
when there was a rate war between the steamship companies.

Mr. FITZGERALD. And he said $4.8734 was the highest
price ever paid, whether there was a rate war or not.

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman permit me a moment?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes.

Mr. LITTAUER, Permit me to read from the testimony be-
fore the committee. Colonel Edwards states as follows——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Colonel Edwards has nothing to do with
the transporting of coal.

Mr. LITTAUER. No; but he also comments on freight rates,
and he gives us the following:

When I first went Into the office I found that the freight rates were
$12.50 a ton. That was in 1899. 1 had to ship out the printing plant,
which cost something over $200,000 at that rate. I found the com-
bination there then, That combination was finally broken and we got
a rate of $10, then $8.20, then §7, and then near $6. Then the rate
war came on, which was very destructive; no money was made at all,
and the rate went down to $4.50. That was, if I recollect aright, in
ll_gsgf.ﬂﬂlnce then they have gone back to what they call a living

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is not on the transportation of
coal for the Navy at all. It is the trapsportation of other
freight for the Philippine government.

Mr. LITTAUER. Permit me to continue.

AMr. LOUDENSLAGER., Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey has the
floor.

Mr., LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, T want to state to
‘the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lirraver] that I under-

I am getting information from the gen-

I am quoting his report of those

stand full well the testimony of Admiral Manney, both before
the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Naval
Affairs, and that he made the statement that foreign bottoms
were offering to carry coal at $4.50 and that American bottoms
at $7.50, but that he replied to a question that perhaps the
foreign owners were making these offers because they did not
believe they would get a cargo of coal, and it seems to me that
the figures for that Bureau for the years preceding the passage
of this law show conclusively that that inference could be hon-
estly obtained; and if this amendment is carried with those
facts as they are, it would be entirely prohibitive, and the Navy
Department would find it impossible to transport eoal from the
Atlantic to the port of Manila. While there may be at the
present time, as stated, 70,000 tons of coal there mow, yet that
is an infinitesimal amount in case of emergency and our battle
ships demanding a recoaling. It would be very unwise for us
to permit them to get below thirty or forty thousand tons or
even fifty thousand tons, and I hope that the facts stated here
in the report that the lowest average for the years previous to
the passage of this law was $6.53 will be sufficient, and that the
committee will not favor this amendment.

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man a question.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Certainly.

Mr. RIXEY. Did not Admiral Manney also state that for
the years before this law went into effect the highest price he
paid for the transportation of coal to Manila was $4.50 a ton?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I think not. I did not so under-
stand him.

Mr. RIXEY. I think he did; and did he not also state that
the passage of thiz law had not given them any more ships in
which to transport ceal, and that there were fewer American
ships to-day willing to take this coal to Manila than there were
when it was passed?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I did not so understand it, in that
broad sense, but I did understand it that he was unable, as he
desired to transport the coal, to find them as conveniently at
some times in the season as at others.

Mr. RIXEY. Did he not also state that there was practically
no competition by the owners of these ships in the earrying of
this coal?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He said, on the other hand, that so
far as he was able to judge there was no combination.

Mr. RIXEY. Did he not state that the price was exactly the
same that was offered in each case?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He said practically the same, but
that he had given the matter some thought and he said posi-
tively in regard to the matter that there was no combination.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman let me read just
what he said about the price?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
FrrzeErALD) there were—ayes 46, noes 81.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding the follannT: “ Provided, That no rates or nmounts
shall be pald for carrying coal in American ships In excess of one and
one-fifth times what it would cost to make the same shipment in a for-
elgn vessel.”

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that
that is in effect new legislation. I make the point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The point of order is sustained. .

Mr. DE ARMOND. But I would like to be heard.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to hear the gen-
tleman.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not care. The gentleman cares to
be heard and he ought to be heard. It is not material to the
gentleman whether the Chair hears him or not.

The CHAIRMAN. The provision is clearly legislative, and
so clearly so that the Chair did not care to waste the time in
listening to the gentleman discussing it.

Mr. DE ARMOND. The Chair has his privilege of ruling
upon the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly, and the Chair has the privilege
of hearing it discussed. If the gentleman desires to discuss it,
the Chair will hear him, but it was so perfectly clear that the
Cha}-r thought the gentleman would hardly care to discuss the
matter.

Mr. DE ARMOND. But the gentleman at that time had as-
sured the Chair that he did care to discuss the matter,
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The CHAIRMAN. Very good; the Chair will hear the gentle-
marn.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, ordinarily one does not
care much to discuss a question after it has been decided, so far
as the decision itself goes. I take this amendment to be a limi-
tation upon this appropriation. The provision of the law, as I
understand, is for the carrying of coal in American ships. The
provision in this bill is for an appropriation for deficiencies for
that kind of service. It has been developed in discussion here, and
admitted, that coal can be carried in foreign ships for, say, in
round numbers, two-thirds of the cost of carrying it in Ameri-
can ships. The excess, it seems to me, is an unreasonable one.
A limitation that came in some other way, I suppose, would
hardly, in the judgment of the Chair, be regarded as a change
of law. I think it would be proper, as a matter of law, after
providing that conveyance shall be made in American ships, to
provide that the payment should not be greater than the average
charge for conveyance in foreign vessels. This provision, how-
ever, is that it shall not be more than one-fifth greater; that
there may be given an absolute bonus of not more than 20 per
cent, or one-fifth, to the American shipowner over the foreigner.
If that be not a limitation of an appropriation, I do not know
what it is. If it were to say that there should be given $1,000
less or $100 less or 1 cent less in certain contingencies, I think
it would be a limitation. Stating it by percentage, it seems to
me the same thing, but whether it is to be disposed of by the
ruling of the Chairman upon the point of order or by the vote
of the committee on partisan lines, as other propositions have
been disposed of here to-day, is of comparatively slight conse-
guence. The result is practically the same—that you provide
for carrying coal only in American ships, that you know that
you are paying more for carrying it than you would have to
pay otherwise, that you refuse to put in a provision that you shall
not pay more than one-fifty more, and desire to have it stand
s0 you may pay one-half more, or twice as much, or four times
as much, if the American shipowner chooses to exact it; that
is what will be decided. That is all I ecare to say, either about
the merits of the amendment or upon the point of order. Let
it all be disposed of as you please. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order,
and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS.

Freight, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: All freight charges per-
talning to the Navy Department and its bureaus, except the transporta-
tion of coal for the Bureau of Equipment, §$75,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 20, line 9, Insert:

“ Baoreau of Steam Engineering—Steam machinery: For completion,
repairing, and preservation of machinery and boilers of naval vessels,
including cost of new bollers; distilling, retrigeratinF. and auxiliary
machinery ; preservation of and small repairs to machinery and boilers
in vessels in ordinary, recelv1n§'. and tra n_l&;,' vessels ; repalr and care
of machinery of yard tugs and launches, §500,000."

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order
on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota reserves
the point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, that is the language of
the appropriation bill for the present fiscal year, and there was
an estimate for deficiency of $1,000,000.

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you put it in as a deficiency or as an
original appropriation?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is estimated for as a deficiency.

Mr. TAWNEY. I say, does your amendment specify that it
is to supply a deficiency?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No more than these other amendments
do. It follows the same form for the different bureaus as pro-
vided in here.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York in-
form the Chair upon what page of the sundry civil bill of last
year this provision can be found?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Chair will find that in the naval
appropriation bill, on page 22,

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman send to the Chair the
provision?

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr., Chairman, the appropriation for this
year under this heading was $3,950,000, Bureau of Steam Engi-
neering.

Mr. FITZGERALD. He has that.

The CHAIRMAN, It seems to the Chair that this is offered

as a supplemental appropriation for the conduct of work which
was provided for in the act of March 3, 1905, and therefore it
is in order as an appropriation to be expended during the year
e!tlding June 30, 1906, The Chair therefore overrules the point
of order. -

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a very
brief statement regarding this amendment. Last year the esti-
mate for the Bureau of Steam Engineering was $4,005,000, The
Committee on Naval Affairs allowed $3,905,000. The work of
the Bureau has been such that by the 1st of January, 1906,
$2,300,000 had been utilized in keeping in repair machinery of
vessels in commission. For the second half of the fiscal year—
that is, from January 1, 1906, to June 30, 1906—the Bureau has
left $1,600,000. The Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering
submitted, through the Secretary of the Navy and Secretary of
the Treasury, an estimate for a deficiency of $1,000,000. He
stated to the committee in response to an inguiry that the
amount of money that he had at his disposal if apportioned
monthly would not be sufficient to do the work the Burean must
necessarily do. The importance of providing additional money
for this Bureau is due to this fact: A number of vessels are sent
into the navy-yards to be overhauled; the Bureau of Steam
Engineering, the Bureau of Construction, and Bureau of Equip-
ment, and the other bureaus all work hand in hand; if, because
of lack of funds, one bureau must stop its work, it necessarily
makes necessary the stoppage of the work in other bureaus.

There have been sent into the different yards several vessels
upon which large repairs have been ordered, and unless addi-
tional money is provided work will necessarily stop to a great
extent in the navy-yards. The fact that this Bureau is spend-
ing a great sum of money is due to the fact that there are in
commission a great number of naval vessels. The horsepower
of the machinery of these naval vessels has, during the past
few years—from 1901-1905—increased threefold, while the
appropriations have increased but 1.5 times. These vessels, it
put in perfect condition and laid up in ordinary, would then be
ready for an emergency at a moment's notice. But under the
policy of keeping them in active service, of making these vessels
participate in maneuvers, so that the officers and crew will be
in a highly efficient state, the wear and tear upon the machinery
and the necessary repairs are greatly increased.

Mr. Chairman, I have inserted here but one-half of the amount
the Bureau has estimated as necessary. This is one of the
Bureaus that has been criticised for not having followed the ap-
portionment under the law of last year; but it is utterly impos-
sible to anticipate the repairs that will be necessary to machinery
unless it is definitely determined just how much service the
different wvessels will be called upon to perform. For these
reasons I hope, in order to keep the work of this Bureau going,
and not to cripple it and the different naval stations of the
country, that this amendment will be adopted.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarn] that the committee
gave very careful consideration to this item. In the first place,
the Bureau has now $1,600,000 available. They went to the
Committee on Naval Affairs, or they came to Congress, before
the beginning of the present fiscal year, and they estimated
that they wonld require for this fiscal year $4,095,000. Con-
gress gave them within $190,000 of what they asked, and now
they come here with a deficiency of $1,000,000.

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are several reasons why the com-
mittee declined to allow this deficiency estimate. In the first
place, if the apportionment made by the Secretary of the Navy
at the beginning of this fiseal year had been adhered to, there
would have been no deficiency. But the necessity for the waiver,
as stated by the Secretary, was that it was necessary to main-
tain the machinery of the vessels in proper shape.

I read yesterday morning in the Washington Post, under the
heading of “Army and Navy News,” a statement which I think
more accurately explains the reason for the deficiency than
that given by the Secretary. It is as follows: :

The battle ship Indiana will be ready for service, it is expected, by
February 3, and will immedately join the fleet in the West Indies.
The crew of the If assachuselts, which recently went out of commission,
will be transferred to the Indiana. The Massachusetis will be repaired

at a cost approximating $750.000, and in all probability will be laid
up at the New York Navy-Yard for two years or more.

The Chief of the Bureau told us, when he was before the
committee, that they had recently overhauled a number of large
naval vessels. I stated at the opening of this debate that in our
investigation we found that we have to-day two systems of
naval construction, one authorized by Congress and the other
authorized by the Secretary of the Navy under the word “ over-
hauling.” I do not know, and we could not get the information

in time, as to what the cost of overhauling a naval vessel is,
but, according to this item, the cost of overhauling the Massg-
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chusetts, or reconstrueting her, will be §750,000, equaling almost
the aggregated expenditure authorized by Congress for the
building of four naval vessels in the Forty-seventh Congress,
and almost twice as much as the cost of any one of the vessels
authorized between 1873 and 1876; twice as much as the cost of
the Alert, which is an iron ship, or the Ranger, built between
1873 and 1876.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that if we are to go on appro-
priating money for the maintenance and repairs of machinery,
and then allow the Navy Department to divert that appropria-
tion for the purpose of reconstiructing the Navy, there is no
telling to what extent the deficiencies will hereafter occur in
the naval appropriation bills, or to what extent it will be nec-
essary for us to make appropriations for carrying out the
orders of the Secretary of the Navy in respect to the recon-
struction of naval vessels, This deficiency arises not because
of any extraordinary emergency, but it arises because the appor-
tionment was waived in order that the reconstruction of vessels
might be carried on under the direction of the Secretary of
the Navy. If we are going to have two kinds of naval construe-
tion in the United States, then let both be under the jurisdiction
and undér the authority of Congress. I asked the Chief of
this Bureau when before the committee if he did not think
the Navy Department or the Secretary, when he desired to recon-
struct, or, as he called it, * overhaul,” naval vessels to come to
Congress with his estimates as to what the cost would be, when
that cost involves an expenditure of hundreds of thousands of
dollars, and secure the approval or anthority of Congress before
making that expenditure. The only objection, he said, was that
it might cause delay in the rebuilding or reconstruction of the
battle ships.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman know that
under the law no repairs can be made upon any vessel in the
Navy that exceeds 10 per cent of its appraised cost?

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no such law ; there is no law on the
subject. There was an old law that applied to wooden vessels,
but there is no law to-day that applies to a naval ship in
respect to the amount that may be expended for that purpose;
and for that reason this deficiency was omitted.

7 [Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I will ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman have sufficient time to answer the ques-
tion that I would like to ask him.

The CHHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What is the purpose of this
amendment?

Mr. TAWNEY. To supply a deficiency of a million dollars
for the maintenance and repair of machinery.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know
whether this item has been submitted to the Committee on
Naval Affairs?

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a deficiency. The Committee on Naval
Afrairs in the last appropriation allowed the Navy Department
$190,000 less than they estimated.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. Now there is an estimated deficiency of
£1,000,000. This $500,000 proposed by the gentleman from New
York is to make up that part of the deficiency, which deficiency
the Committee on Appropriations declined to allow for the
reasons I have given.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. We allowed them what we
thought they should have, and it was not intended that a de-
ficiency should be created. If there is one, there should Dbe
some way to prevent a repetition of it. Last year we appro-
priated more than $100,000,000 for the maintenance of the
naval establishment, and it was not intended that there should
be a single deficiency.

Mr. TAWNEY. I am very glad to have that statement from a
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I understand this deficiency ap-
propriation is asked for by reason of the fact that repairs were
necessary, not only to the particular ship mentioned by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota, but others, which necessitated the use of
a portion of the appropriation intended for new ships. Now, it
ought to be understood that there are several thousand men at
work in the New York Navy-Yard, and a large portion of these
men will have to be laid off if appropriations are not made so as
to keep them employed, and this expert labor will be dissemi-
nated all over this country and perhaps in foreign countries.
The Navy Department is opposed to that. Now, there may pos-
sibly be something in what the gentleman from Minnesota has
said about the battle ship Massachusetts; but if he had taken
his information from the Navy Department instead of out of
some paper that be happened to read this morning, I should per-

haps pay more attention to it. It seems to me now that this
additional appropriation asked for in the amendment of the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. FrrzeeErarp] ought to be allowed
for the benefit of the Navy Department, in order to keep that
force at work there, so that this work may be done and that the
battle ships under construction may proceed. :

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word in reply. I want to say that
this is one of two cases where the Committee on Appropriations
felt that there had been a clear evasion of the law enacted by
the last Congress to prevent deficiencies. That was one of the
reasons why this deficiency item was not included in this bill. -

Mr. PERKINS. Was it not a violation of the law?

Mr. TAWNEY. No; not teehnically; but it was a violation
of the spirit of the law. .

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out the last -
word. I think it is well for this committee to understand where
we are on the subject of navy-yards. The estimates sent to the
Navy Department from our navy-yards, covering the next fiseal
yvear, amount to how muech, do you suppose? They amount to
more than $42,000,000. They have, of course, been reduced. We
have been struggling in the Committee on Naval Affairs for two
weeks to get away from the reduced estimates. I want to re-
peat, so that you will understand—$42,000,000; and if navy-
yard officials are “given their heads,” they will absorb the Amer-
ican Treasury. Now is the time to halt. Of course a class of
naval officials want thousands of men in the navy-yards. It is
a part of their programme to fill the different yards with em-
ployees and to provide for their continuous employment. Now,
I understand we made an appropriation for new machinery to
be used on a certain ship, and it has been used for some other
purpose not designated in the last nayal appropriation bill.

I sincerely hope that the committee will not for one instant
make the appropriation provided for in the amendment and
thereby clearly defeat the aim which our committee is now mak-
ing. [Applause.] :

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
Frrzeerarp) there were—ayes 18; noes 67.

Accordingly the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows: :

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY,

To enable the Director of the Geological Survey to complete the In-
vestigation of the useful values contained in the black sands of the
United States, under the conditions prescribed in the sundry civil aect
approved March 3, 1905, $25,000, of which not exceeding $2,000 may be
expended for rent of rooms.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I should like to inquire the circum-
stances with reference to this appropriation, and how it becomes
necessary.

Mr. LITTAUER. In the sundry civil act of last year $25,000
was appropriated to make an investigation of useful mineral
values contained in the black sands about placer mines. The
investigation was carried on at the Portland exhibition, much of
the machinery being furnished by manufacturers free. There
were many tons of samples brought there, also at the expense of
those who sent them. It was found that very valuable minerals
were contained in these sands, particularly platinum, which at
the present time is exceedingly scarce and in great demand,
because of its use in electrical development. Now, this experi-
ment has gone on to the point of determining that there were
great values not only of platipum but other minerals in these
sands, but a method of extracting them had been found. Many,
samples were yet to be examined, the examination of which
would enable the expert in charge to further perfect the method
of extracting the ores, and that these experiments could be com-
pleted by an additional appropriation of $25,000, )

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 8o this makes $50,000 in all appro-
priated for that purpose?

Mr. LITTAUER. It makes in all $50,000 for this purpose.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con-
sidered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the mnecessary transportation of Indian , provisions, and
other supplies for the Indian service for the fiscal er 1905, $10,000.

O s D R L T s e T
fiscal year 1005, $9,603.86. G

Mr. MACON, Myr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill
for an explanation of these two paragraphs.

Mr. LITTAUER. In reference to the paragraph—

For the neceséary transportation of Indian goods, provisions, and
other supplies for the Indian service for the ﬂscaf year 1905, $10,600—

The supplies had been purchased and transported to the In-
dian agencies, where they were distributed. A deficiency arose
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in the year 1905, a deficiency of $10,000, to pay for such trans-
portation.

Mr. MACON. In the next paragraph is an appropriation to
pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treas-
ury on account of the transportation of Indian supplies, $9,693.

Mr. LITTAUER. The latter paragraph contains amounts
that have already been audited, while the former is for defi-
ciencies yet to be provided for.

Mr. MACON. One is a finding and the other is an appropria-
tion direct?

Mr. LITTAUER. The other is an appropriation to meet a
deficiency which the Department advises us is actually neces-
sary. The second item is an appropriation to pay accounts that
have been audited.

Mr. MACON. One is an estimate and the other is an account
already adjudicated?

Mr, LITTAUER. One is an estimate and the other is an ac-
count audited.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma
amendment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the care and support of insane persons in the Indian Territo
until the close of the fiscal year 1906, and to be expended under the di-
rection of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, however, That the
Indian ecitizens in said Territory shall be cared for at the asylum in
Canton, Lincoln County, 8. Dak., $25,000, or so much thereof as may
be necessary.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On mﬁ 27, line 16, after the word * neceesag‘v," insert: “ For asy-
lum for insane Indians, Canton, 8. Dak., 1906: For the equipment and
maintenance of the asylum, for incidental and other necessary expenses
for its proper conduct and management, Ineluding pay of employees
and necessary expenses of transporting insane Indians to and from said
asylum, $3,500.”

Mr. LITTAUER. I will state that this is an item that eame
to us after the bill had been reported to the House, and it seems
to be perfectly proper.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows :

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.

To reimburse the appropriation * Miscellaneous expenditures " of the
Department of Justice for the fiscal year 1906, the amount expended for
a portrait of ex-Attorney-General P. C. Knox, $2,615.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order that
this appropriation is not authorized by existing law.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I can not appreciate how a
point of order can be raised at this time. This is a reimburse-
ment for an appropriation for miscellaneous expenditure—ex-
penditures that have already been made—and is a character of
expenditure that has been made in the past constantly under the
authorization for this miscellaneous expenditure.

Mr. JAMES. It appears to me that the argument of the gen-
tleman from New York is an admission that this appropriation
is not authorized by existing law. The only reason he gives
why it should be allowed is that at other times such expendi-
tures have been made. If a wrong has been committed in for-
mer times by ordering pictures painted of distinguished men,
that is no reason why it ought to be committed again. If this
gentleman wants his picture hung on frescoed walls, he is
able to pay for it.

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman from Kentucky must know
that the picture has been hung and that the amount has been
paid, and that this is to reimburse the miscellaneous account.

Mr. JAMES, It ought not to be hung at the expense of the
American people.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman
in charge of the bill whether, in his judgment, this does not
conflict with the provision in last year's appropriation bill
prohibiting the expenditure of any money by the head of any
Department?

Mr. LITTAUER. It was waived by the Attorney-General
and his waiver sent to Congress.

The CHATRMAN. What provision of law permits the Attor-
ney-General to waive a law of Congress?

Mr. LITTAUER. The law itself contains such a provision.

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that, in my judg-
ment, the only question that pertains to this matter is whether
it is an expenditure authorized by law—whether it is such an
item as ecan be properly construed to be a contingent expense
incident to that particular Bureau under the language of the
appropriation.

My, LITTAUER. And further, Mr. Chairman, the law states

that this appropriation was for miscellaneous expenditures,
enumerating varlous articles, current books of reference, peri-
(();dlcals]“ and other necessaries directly ordered by the Attorney-

eneral.” §

Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is a
necessary expenditure?

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman claim that this Is a
necessity? y

Mr. LITTAUER. No; I do not claim that.

Mr. JAMES. I would suggest that if anybody wants to see
the picture of the ex-Attorney-General they can see the real
article at the other end of the Capitol. If he should pass away,
they could put a statue in the hall of fame to commemorate
him. I do mnot think, therefore, the picture of ex-Attorney-
General Knox is a necessity now; I think the point of order
should be sustained.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

For miscellaneous expenditures, incl i s
foreign postage, labor, ﬁ alrs of bul(l:dligjzg.g c%erlgg ;gpgmﬁnd?e{»&%m:f

reference, periodicals, and other necessaries, directly ordered by the
Attorney-General, for the fiscal year 1905, $4f3.45. . %

-Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill about
these periodicals and their necessity and why they are consid-
ered necessary in the conduct of the Attorney-General's Office.

Mr. LITTAUER. This is a deficiency occuring in the fiscal
yvear of 1905 of $413.45. It is exactly in the terms of the law.
Periodicals are provided for under the law.

Mr. MACON. As necessary articles?

Mr. LITTAUER. Not as necessary. The law, with which we
have no concern here, simply reads * periodicals and other nec-
essaries.”

Mr. MACON. Does that mean that the Department has a
right to purchase any periodical it wants for private reading?

Mr. LITTAUER. It gives them the right to purchase peri-
odicals. That law was passed for the fiscal year of 1905, and
a deficiency exists thereunder. ;

Mr. MACON. Under the circumstances, Mr. Chairman, it is
impossible for me to give any relief by moving to strike out
the word * periodicals.”

Mr. LITTAUER. The expenditure has already been incurred.

Mr. MACON. As I say, we can give no relief by striking
it out; but it strikes me as being a rank evil to give under the
law the Departments the right to purchase periodicals or any
old thing they want.

Mr. LITTAUER. Will not the gentleman reserve his motion
until the legislative bill is up again, when he can offer an
amendment?

Mr. MACON. I do not make any motion; T was making a
few remarks in the time I had under the five-minute rule, and
only moved to strike out the last word. I am not making any
motion; but it strikes me as being a ecrying evil to allow such
an extravagance as periodicals purchased by the heads of De-
partments to amuse themselves with when they have nothing
else to do, and incidentally at any time, and therefore I simply
called the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to the
fact, not that I expect to right it at this time, but that the com-
mittee might correct the wrong in its next bill. I am simple
enough to think that it is wrong to tolerate such a proceeding.
Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise. A

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that committee had had under consideration the
urgent deficiency bill (H. R. 12320) and had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

APPOINTMENT OF JANITORS, ETC., TO COMMITTEES.

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following priy-
ileged resolution from the Committee on Accounts.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania presents
a privileged resolution from the Committee on Accounts, which
the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

[House resolution No. 182, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.]

Mr. Cassen, from the Committee on Accounts, reported, in lien of
H. Res. No. 18, H. Res. No. 109, H. Res. No. 79, II. Res. No. 107,
H. Res. No. 101, H. Res. No. 74, H. Res. No. 111, H. Res. No. 148,
H. Res. No. 95, H. Res. No. 71, H. Res. No. 83, H. Res. No. 84, H. Res.
No. 113, H. Res. No. 19, H. Res. No. 147, H. Res. No. 21, H. Ites. No.
78, H. Res. No. 40, H. Res. No. 26, H. Res. No. 36, H, Res. No. 156,
H. Res. No. 44, H. Res. No. 58, H. Res. No. 150, and H. Res. No. 127.

Resolved, That the chairmen of the Committees on (first) Educa-

tion, (second) Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River,
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(third) Mines and Mining, (fourthev Patents, (fifth) Industrial Arts
and ositions, (sixth) Colnage elghts, and Measures, (seventh)
Rallways and Canals, (eighth) lilt.ln.. ninth) Expenditures on Public

Bulldings, (tenth) Expenditures in the Department of Justice, (eley-
enth) penditures in the Navy Department, (twelfth) Expenditures
in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and (thirteenth) Pacific
Rallroads, be, and they are hereby, authorized to appoint a janitor to
each of sald commlittees to serve during the sessions of the Fifty-ninth
Co. whose compensation shall be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House, at the rate of $60 per menth, and sald janitors, under the
direction of the Doorkeeper, shall also have the care of the rooms of the
following-named committees and offices and ghall perform all of the
duoties required of messengers, namely :

First. vision of the Laws, and Labor.
lsicond. Reform of the Civil Service, and the room of the index
clerks.

Third. Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, and Irriga-
tion of Arid Lands. :

Fourth. Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and Mileage.

Fifth, Manufactures. .

Bixth. Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive l)e%artmenu.

S:\:nth.t‘ ‘rivate Land Clalms, and Expenditures In the Post-Office

men
ighth. Census, and Ventilation and Acoustics.
Ninth. Alcoholie Liguor Traffic, and Immigration and Naturalization.
& Tenth. Election of dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in
ongress. -
eventh. Lieutenants, and guard rooms of the Capitol police and the
room formerly used by the Committee on Examination and Disposition
of Documents.

Twelfth. Expenditures In the State Department and Expenditures in
the War Department.

Thirteenth. Expenditures In the Interlor Department.

The pay of such janitors shall n from the time the,

upon the discharge of their duties, which shall be ascertain
denced by the certificate of sald chairman.
° Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereb{l aunthorized to ap-
point a janitor to perform service in the office of the file, journal, and
frinting clerks of the House, to be pald out of the contingent fund of
he House, at the rate of $60 per month.

Resolved, That the chairmen of the following-named committees are
hereby authorized to a r1t:omt clerks to such committees to serve during
the sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress, to be paid out of the con-
tingent fund of the House the usual per diem compensation of $6,
which shall In each case equal In the aggregate the amount paid ses-
slon clerks whose employment is provided for by law, namely, Census,
Pacific Rallroads, Private Land Clalms, and Election of esident,
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress: Provided, That the
pay of such clerks shall begin from the time they entered upon the dis-
charge of their duties, which shall be ascertained and evidenced by
the certificate of the chairmen of said committees.

Resolved, That the chairmen of the following-named committees are
hereby authorized to appoint assistant clerks to such committees to
serve during the sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress, to be paid out
of the contingent fund of the House the usual per diem compensation
of $6, which shall in each case egpal in the aggregate the amount paid
session clerks whose employment is provided for by law, namely: Dis-
trict of Columbia, Enrolled Bills, Indian Affairs, and msions : Pro-
vided, That the gny of such clerks shall begin from the time they en-
tered upon the discharge of their duties, which shall be ascertained
and evidenced by the certificate of the chairmen of saild committees.

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary Is
hereby authorized to appoint a messenger to sald commlittee, to serve
during the present Congress, whose compensation shall be paid out of
the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $60 per month from and
after December 4, -

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized to
employ Hugh Williams as a page in the press gallery of the House
during the remainder of the present fiscal year, to be pald out of the
contingent fund of the House at the rate of $1’5 per month from and
after December 4, 1905.

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di-
rected to pay to Mrs. Sarah M. Henshaw, danghter of Norton McGiffin,
deceased, late a folder on the rolls of the Doorkeeper of the House of
Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ pay at the rate of compen-
satlon received by him at the time of his death, and a further sum, not
exceeding $250, on account of the funeral expenses of sald Norton
%icullnn, said amounts to be pald out of the contingent fund of the

ouse,

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House Is hereby authorized and di-
rected to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Thomas W.
Conway, brother of Joseph R. Conway, deceased, late a laborer in the
Doorkeeper's department of the House, a sum equal to six months’
salary at the rate of compensation recelved by him at the time of his
death, and a further sum not exceeding $250 on account of the funeral
expenses of said Thomas W. Conway, said amounts to be paid out of
the contingent fund of the House.

Resolved, That the compensation of the assistant clerk to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce, whose employment was
authorized by a resolution adopted by the House December 19, 1905, is
hereby authorized to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized and
directed to employ a lady attendant In the ladies’ reception room,
Statuary Hall, to serve during the sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress,
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at the rate o
per month,

entered
and evi-

[House Report No. 526, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.]

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred sundry resolu-
tlons providing for the employment of janitors, elerks, asslstant clerks,
ete., to certaln committees of the House, having had the same under
consideration, recommend the adoption by the House of the following
resolutions in lieun thereof, viz:

“ 1. Resolved, That the chairmen of the Committees on (1) BEduca-
tion, (2) Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, (3) Mines
and Mining, (4) Patents, (5) Industrial Arts and Expositions, (6)
Colnage, Welghts, and Measures, (7) Railways and Canals, (8) Mlilitia,
(9) Expenditures on Public Buildings, (10) Expenditures in the De-

artment of Justice, (11) Expenditures in the Navy Department, (12)
ixpenditores In the Department of Commerce and Labor, and (13)
Pacific Railroads be, and they are hereby, authorized to appoint a

XL—92

itor to each of said committees to serve during the sessions of the
Pifty-ninth Congress, whose compensation shall be paid out of the con-
tinﬁent fund of the House at the rate of $60 dollars per month; and
sald janitors, under the direction of the Doorkeeper, shall also have the
care of the rooms of the following-named committees and offices and
shall perform all of the duties r ufred of messengers, namely :

*“(1) Revision of the Laws, and Labor;

“(2) Reform in the Civil Service, and the room of the index clerks;

Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, and Irrigation

of Arid Lands; ; i

L Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and Mileage;
“26} DRTItion of Uselets Papers 1n 4he Bndotive Departments
= on of Useless T8 e Executive rtments ;

7) fué’;’?e Land Claims, and Expenditures in the Post-Ofice De-

ment ;

*(8) Census, and Ventilation and Acoustics; i

“(9) ‘Aleoholic Liquor Traffic, and Immigration and Naturalization ;
& “(1‘32B BElection of President, Vice-President, and Representatives In

ongress ; -

“(11) Lieutenants’ and guard rooms of the Capitol police, and the
room formerly used by the Committee on the Disposition of Documents ;

“(12) Expenditures in the State Department and Expenditures in
the War Department ;

*“{13) Expenditures in the Interior Department.

“The pniy of such janitors shall n from the time the
upon the discharge of their duties, which shall be ascertain
denced by the certificate of said chailrmen.

2. Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to
appoint a janitor to perform service in the office of the file, journal, and
printing clerks of the House, to be paid out of the contingent fund of
the House at the rate of $60 per month.

“ 3. Resolved, That the chalrmen of the following-named committees
are hereby authorized to ai?_}m!nt clerks to such committees, to serve
during the sessions of the Iifty-ninth Congress, to be pald out of the
contingent fund of the House the usual per diem compensation of $6,
which shall in each case equal In the aggregate the amount paid session
clerks whose employment is proyid: for by law, namely, Census,
Pacific Rallroads, Private Lapd Claims, and Election of President, Vice-
President, and Representatives in Conﬁreu: Provided, That the pay of
such eclerks shall begin from the time they entered upon the discharge of
their duties, which shall be ascertained and evidenced by the certificate
of the chairmen of sald committees. ;

‘4, Resolved, That the chairmen of the following-named committees
are hereby authorized to appoint assistant clerks to such committee,
to serve during the sessions of the Fifty-ninth Con to be paid out
of the contingent fund of the House the usual per diem compensation of
$6, which shall in each case equal in the agfl:e ate the amount paid
session clerks whose employment is provided for by law, namely: Dis-
trict of Columbia, Enrolled Bills, Indian Affairs, and Pensions: Pro-
vided, That the pay of such clerks shall begin from the time the
entered upon the discharge of their duties, which shall be ascertal_nei
and evidenced by the certificate of the chairmen of said committees, *

“ 5. Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary
is hereby authorized to appoint a messenger to said committee, to serve
during the present Congress, whose compensation shall be paid out of
the continﬁnt fund of the House, at the rate of $60 per month from
and after December 4, 1905.

‘6. Resolved, That the Doorkeaper of the House is hereby authorized
to employ Hugh Willlams as a page in the press gallery of the House
during the remainder of the present fiscal year, to be paid out of the
contingent fund of the House, at the rate of §75 per month from and
after Llecember 4, 1905.

“ 7. Resplved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and
directed to pay to Mrs. Sarah M. Henshaw, daughter of Norton Me-
Giffin, deceased‘, late a folder on the rolls of the Doorkeeper of the House
of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ pay, at the rate of com-
pensation received by him at the time of his death, and a further sum
not exceeding $250 on account of the funeral expenses of said Norton
?{Icf}imn, sald amounts to be paid out of the contingent fund of the
ouse,

“ 8. Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Thomas W.
Conway, brother of Joseph R. Conway, deceased, late a laborer in the
Doorkeeper’s department of the House, a sum egual to six months’ sal-
ary, at the rate of compensation received by him at the time of his
death, and a further sum not exceeding $250 on account of the funeral
(535 ‘of sald Th W. Conway, said amounts to be pald out of the
contingent fund of the House.

“9, Resolved, That the compensation of the assistant clerk to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,  whose employment
was authorized by a resolution adopted by .the House December 19,
%1905' is hereby authorized to be paid out of the contingent fund of the
Honse,

“10. Resolved, That the Doorkee;ér of the House is hereby authorized
and directed to employ a lady attendant in the ladies’ receEt_iou room,
Statuary Hall, to serve during the sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress,
to be paig out of the contingent fund of the House, at the rate of $60

month."”
pﬂ'i‘uklng up these resolutions in their order, your commlittee begs
leave to state:

First. That we find 36 rooms, including committee rooms and cer-
tain offices connected with the House of Representatives, without
janitor service, namely: Alcoholic Liquor Traffic; Census; Colnage,
Weights, and Measures; Disposition of Useless Papers in the Execu-
tive Departments; Education; Eleetion of President, Vice-President
and Representatives in Congress; Expenditures In the Department of
Agriculture; Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and
Labor; Expenditures in the Department of Justice; Expenditures in
the Interior Department; Expenditures In the Navy Department;
Expenditures in the Post-Office Department; Expenditures In the State
Department ; Expenditures in the Treasury Department; Expenditures
in the War Department; Expenditures on Public Buildings: office of
the file, journal. and printing clerks; Immigration and Naturalization ;
index clerk’s office ; Industrial Arts and Expositions; Irrigation of Arid
Lands; Labor; Levees and Improvements of the Misslssippl River:
Manufactures ; Mileage ; Militia ; Mines and Mining; Pacific Rallroads;
Patents; Private Land Claims; Imilwn’ys and Canals; Reform in the
Civil Service; Revision of the Laws; Ventilation and Acoustics; lleu-
tenants and guards' room, and the room formerly used by the Com-
mittee on the Disposition of Documents.

The resolution reported herewlth provides for the care of these thirty-
slx rooms and offices by the employment of fourteen janitors, who are

“

entered
and evi-
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tor be appointed by the ehalrmen of certain committees named in the
resolntion, whose compensation shall be $60 per month during the ses-
sions of the Fifty-ninth Congress. The pay of these janitors is to
begin from the time th entered upon the discharge their duties,
which is to be ascertal and evidenced by the chairmen authorized to
appoint them. This resolution, if adopted, will provide every commit-
tee room and every office In the House wing of the Capitol with janitor
service that are not now so provided. And by each janitor to
two or more rooms, and by requiring that they sha afso orm mes-
senger service, we helieve to be a proper, an equitable, and at the same
time an economical arrangement. Janitors appolnted under reselu-
tion will have the care of the ups of committees indicated by the
numbers, and they will be directly res ble to the chairmen appoint-
!ng them for the proper discharge of their duties in all of the rooms to
which assigned, and inefliciency, inattention to duty, or misconduct on
the part of any janitor ghould be reported to the chairman of the first-
named committee of the group of committees to which such janitor may

belong. .

In the last Congress (Fifty-eighth) nine janitors in addition to the
regular force were provid for by resolutions reported from the
Committee on Accounts and adopted by the House. They were as-
signed as follows:

Aleoholle Liguor Traffic, Election of Presldent, Vice-President, and
Representatives in Congress, and Expenditures In the Department of
Agriculture, one janitor; Expenditures in the Department of Justice,
Expenditures in the Interfor Department, and Expenditures in the
Navy Department, one janitor ; Expenditures in the Post-Office Depart-
.ment, Expenditures in the State Department and Expenditures in the
Treasury Department, one janitor; nditures in the War Depart-
ment, Expenditures on Public Bufldin Mil , and Ventilation and
Acoustics, one janitor; Edueation, Enrolled Bills, and Levees and
Improvements of the issippi River, the House document rcom,
and the library of the House.

Of the foregoing the House document room, the library of the
House, and the Commitiee on Enrolled Bills are the only rooms now

rovided with janitors, the two first mentioned having been provided
1%1(') gly law and the latter by resolution of the House of December 19,
It will be seen that nine janitors In the last Congress had the care
of eighteen committee rooms and offices. They were employed for the
entire Congress, Including the recess between sessions, and their com-
pensation, at $60 per month each, aggregated $7,806. We now pro-
?oue to employ fourteen janitors at the same rate of pay, but to confine
heir employment to the sessions of the present Congress. This will
be an apparent increase of five janitors, but an actual increase of only
two chargeable to the contingent fund of the House, for the reason
that three committees, namely, Labor, Industrial Arts and Expositions,
and Revision of the Laws, are taken care of in our resolution which
are entitled, according to custom, to janitors br law, but provision for
same having omitted from the current legislative appropriation
act, we have included them in the plan now recommended. But while
there is a total inerease of five janitors over the number provided in
the last Congress the number of rooms to be cared for Is Increased
from eighteen in the Fifty-elghth Congress to thirty-six in the present
Congress—just double the number of rooms. And while nine janitors
in the last Congress ecost $7,806, it is now proposed that fourteen jani-
tors shall cost, it is estimated, $5,880 for t resent session, carrying
it until the end of the fiscal year, $300 dl].l'lniﬂ e recess, and $2,520 for
session, making the total for this Congress &8,700. an in-
crease of only $904 over the last Congress for double the amount of
service,

Considerations of health, cleanliness, the comfort of Members, the
dispateh of the public business, and the fact that some Members of the
House have themselves been paying for janitor service Induced your
committee to recommend this general &rovwon for janltor
nothing of this kind to be done during the remainder of this Congress,
and in so doing we have had due regard for ecoromy as well as for the

_ other purposes to be subserved.
SUMMARY.

Number of janitors recommended, 14.

g“mﬁr ofjmf“tg p%"}‘c’mifﬁh & by lution, 9.

umber of janitors, y-elg] ngress, resolu 5

Number of rooms, Fifty-eighth Congress, 18,

Ap nt increase of janitors, 5.

Ac{unl increase chargeable to contingent fund, 2.

Increased number of rooms to he cared for, 18,

Amount paid for 9 janitors, Fifty-eighth Con%}'es&. $7,800.

Amount estimated for 14 janitors, Fifty-ninth Congress, $8,700.

Estimated increase by proposed resolutions, $004,

Estimates are based on employment durln% first session Fifty-ninth
Congress, untll June 30, 1908, whereas if Congress sooner adjourns
the expenditure will be less.

We recommend that resolutions numbered 18, 109, 79, 107, 101, 158,
T4, 111, and 148 lie on the table.

Second. The janitor authorized by this resolution for the office of
the file, journal, and printing clerks of the House, an overcrowded room
whereln a great volume of important publie business fs transacted, 1s
undoubtedly necessary. This janitor is included In the foregoing gen-
era! statement relative to janitors,

We recommend that House resolution No. 95 lle on the table.

Third. This resolution aunthorizes the appointment of clerks during
the sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress to the Committees on Census,
Pacific Rallroads, Private Land Claims, and Election of President, Vice-
President, and Representatives in Congress, at the usual per diem com-
pensation of $6, and in order to equalize their salaries with those of
gession clerks to committees whose employment is authorized by law
we provide that they shall be paid an amount which, in the regate,
shall equal that paid such sesslon clerks. It is also provided that the

ay of these clerks shall begin from the time they entered upon the
Emchnrge of their duties.

The current legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act pro-
vides for eleven session clerks to committees, which elerks heave already
been assigned by resolption to that many committees, leaving certain
other committees unprovided for, among them the four commit above
named, three of which, namely, Census, Pacific Railroads, and Private
Tand Claims, were provided for In the i‘irty-elghth Con, s by resolu-
tion. It is now proposed to add the Committee on the Election of Presi-
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress to this class.
This committee has had referred to it in the present session a number
of important bills pertaining to Its jurisdiction, which the chairman of
that committee states will receive conslderation, and the servi-es of a
clerk will therefore be necessary. For these reasons we recommend
this additional clerk.

During the time these clerks are on the roll the chalrmen of the com-
mittees named will be denied, under the law, the usual allowance for
gﬁrsqnal clerk hire, so that, while their total compensation will ba

T.087 for the entire Conﬂess from the contingent fund of the House,
a saving of $4,000 will effected In personal clerk-hire allowances,
which will revert to the Treasury from the appropriation for clerks to
;%eansb;m. Thus the actual net expenditure for these four clerks will be

BUMMARY,

Number of clerks recommended, 4.
3 umber o§ these authorized in Fifty-eighth Congress, 3.
nerease, 1.

Estimated expenditure from contingent fund, $7,087.

Amount of clerk-hire allowance deducted, $4,000.

Net expenditure from Trmsurg. $3,087. :

Fourth. This resolution provides assistant elerks during the sessions
of the “mnth Congress for the Committees on the District of
Columbia, lled Bills, Indian Affairs, and Pensions. This is an
increase of one assistant clerk—to the Committes on Pensions—and
this we are convinced is necessary for the !pro r and expeditions
transaction of the business of that committee, for the reasons set forth
in the following letter from its chairman, viz:

House oF REPRESENTATIVES, COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS,
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1906.

DeAR Sig: I am vell:r anxious to have your committee take favorable
action on resolution No. 40, which I Introduced for the appointment
of a sesslon clerk to facilitate the work of this committee.

When 1 became chairman of this committee, in the Fifty-fourth (Egn-

gress, it had 661 bills referred to it for consideration. Since at
time the work has studll{, increased, and rtlcu!srl{' since the
Spanish-American war. At the last session we bad 1,519 bills, and at

this session, up to this time, we are 34 per cent ahead of last Congress
at the same stage of the term, and if the present rate of increase should
continne during the term we will have at least 2,000 bills to consider.
The handling of this large volume of business requires close and pains-
taking work, involving much time and care. The miscellaneous char-
acter of the work coming before the committee embraces all of the
ramifiecations of the n system, and the tgapers to be considered
are voluminous and complicated. Much of the time of the limited
clerical help attached to the committee is taken up In answering gues-
tions and furnishing blanks and information for the use of Members.
The hours of labor have heretofore and will doubtless hereafter be
atly increased, often extending into the night, and the additional
elp provided for in the resolution is necessary, not only to the commit-
tee, but in aid of the individual Members who come to the committee
for help concerning their pension matters generally.

ours, truly,
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, Chairman.
Hon. H. B. CASSEL,
Chairman Committee on Accounts, Washington, D. O.

The expenditure for the four assistant clerks recommended will ha
$7.087 for both sesslons of the present Congress, from which there will
be no reduction on account of personal clerk-hire allowance, for the rea-
son that the chairmen of the committees named are granted personal
clerk-hire allowance by law.

BUMMARY.

Number of assistant clerks recommended, 4.
;‘umber oli these authorized In Fifty-eighth Congress, 3.
ncrease, 1.

Estimated expenditure for entire Fifty-ninth Congress, $7,087.

Increase over Fifty-eighth Congress, $1,772.

We recommend that Hounse resolutions numbered 71, 83, 84, 113, 19,
147, 21, 75, and 40, providing for clerks and assistant clerks, be laid
on the e.

Fifth. This resolution authorizes the chalirman of the Committee on
the Judiel to appoint a mesuet:ger to said committee at $60 per
month, Such messenger was gran in the last Congress and is shown
to be necessary in this Congress, and we therefore recommend the adop-
tion of the gesolution. The amount involved is $660.

: g’l?e recommend that House resolution numbered 57 be lald on the
able, ]

Sixth. This resolution authorizes the appointment of Hugh Williams
as a page in the press gallery of the House. It has been customary to
so name him and to pass a resolution providing for this position. Y-
ice of this kind has n shown to be necessary in the press gallery and
it is recommended Iéy the members of the press gallery committee. We
therefgre recommend the adoption of the resolution.

We also recommend that House resolutions numbered 26 and 36 be
laid on the table.

Seventh. Authorizes payment out of the contingent fund of the
House to Mrs. Sarah M. Henshaw, daughter of Norton MecGiflin, late a
folder, of a sum equal to six months of his salary and not exceeding
$250 for eral expenses. resolution is8 in due form and is in
accordance with the practice relative to payments on account of
deceased employees.

Eighth. S8ame as No. 7, except that the proposed beneficiary Is
Thomas W. Conway, brother of Joseph R. Conway, late a laborer. Tha
amount involved in this and in the Prec ng paragraph is $1,520, both
men having received at the time of their death $720 per annum each,
thwte b:-ec::ol mmend that resolutions numbered 44, 58, and 150 be laid on

e table.

Ninth. This resolution simply makes effective the resolutlon of the
House adopted December 19, 1905, providing an assistant eclerk to
the Committee on Interstate and Forei
ment out of the contingent fund of
joint resolution approved January 17, 1906, relating to contingent

nees of the House of Representatives.

enth, This resolution authorizes the Doorkeeper to a int a lady
attendant in the ladies’ tion room, at a salary of sggoper month,
during the sessions of mmlnimh Congress. A portion of Statuary
Hall has been set off, by direction of the Speaker of the House, as a
Qublic reception room, from whence ladies may send In thelr cards to
Members of the House. This room has been fitted up with the neces-
sary appurtenances, and it is quite evident to your committee that a
lady attendant there ls mot only proper, but necessary. We therefore
favorably recommend the resolotion, and that resolution numbered 127
be laid on the table. The amount involved is estimated to be £500.

For the further information of the House we would state that it is
estimated that the resolutions adopted by the Honse December 19 and
20, 1905, will involve a total expenditure for the present session, ear-
rying the session to the end of the fiscal year, of $4,440.50,

Commerce, by authorizing pay-
e House in accordance with the
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RECAPITULATION.

Balarles of 14 janitors $8, T00
Salaries of 4 clerks to committees 7, 087
Salarles of 4 asslstant clerks to committees__________________ 7, 087

Balary, messenger to Committee on Judielary oo 660
Salary, page, press gallery___
Payments on account of ¢

1 employees

Salary, attendant ladles' reception room . 500
ol b v 2 A S L T S S A Sl o L DS 25, 859

Less amount of clerk hire reverting to Treasury__.____________ , 00
Net total K2 21, 859

During the reading of the above,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia-
mentary inquiry. Is this thing that is being read now a priv-
ileged report?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not been paying very close
attention to the reading, but presumably it is.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it is not, I desire to object and
end it right now.

Mr. CASSEL. It is a privileged report, Mr. Speaker; it car-
ries an appropriation.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I serve notice on the gentleman,
Mr. Speaker, that he may as well withdraw it, for if he does
not I shall fight it, roll call and all.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. *

The Clerk concluded the reading of the report.

Mr. CASSEL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the
Committee on Accounts has prepared this resolution and report
with a very great deal of care; that we have had before us the
various resolutions which have been introduced into the House
and after eareful consideration have prepared the report; that
we have had prepared a detailed statement of all of these ap-
pointments, and I now ask that this report of the committee be
printed in the Recorp so that each Member of the House ean
have a full copy of it in the morning, and that the matter be
left open for further discussion at that time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the report accom-
panying the resolution be printed in the Recorp. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is all right. I did not pro-
pose to have any such resolution as that come up at this time.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman asks that the matter go over
to be called up again?

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; as unfinished business or as a privileged
resolution.

There was no objection.

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a request
coming from the Committee on Claims and also the Committee
on War Claims, taking from the Committee on Claims certain
Executive documents touching findings of the Court of Claims
in the matter of the French spoliation claims, and asking that
the reference be changed from the Committee on Claims to the
Committee on War Claims. The effect of this, if done, would be
to change the jurisdiction of the respective committees as that
jurisdiction has been heretofore exercised. If the change should
be made, about swhich the Chair does not intimate any opinion
as to the propriety thereof, the Chair will feel justified in the
future, if not incidentally authorized when similar communica-
tions come, to refer the same to the Committee on War Claims
instead of to the Committee on Claims. With the explanation
given, is there objection to the request?

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask who it is that pre-
sents this request?

The SPEAKER. It comes with the indorsement of the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. Mrcuer], the chairman of the Committee
on Claims.

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex-
planation giving the reason for this. Some of us know that the
jurisdiction of these various committees is a matter of very
great moment sometimes, and I would like to have some ex-
planation of the necessity for it

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas not being pres-
ent, with the permission of the House the matter will go over
until another day.

WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, leave was granted as follows:

To Mr. SairH of Maryland to withdraw from the files of the
House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Charles
Chaille Long, Fifty-eighth Congress, no adverse report having
been made thereon.

To Mr. CALDERHEAD to withdraw from the files of the House,
without leaving coples, the papers in the case of Eliza M.
Burke, Fifty-eighth Congress, no adverse report having been
made thereon.

To Mr. MooN of Tennessee to withdraw from the files of the

House, without leaving coples, the papers In the case of Asa
Faulkner, O. B. Spurlock, and others, Forty-ninth Congress, no
adverse report having been made thereon.

BILLINGS LAND DISTRICT.

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8994) to
provide for a land district in Yellowstone, Carbon, and Rosebud
counties, in the State of Montana, to be known as the * Billings
land distriet,” which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That all that portion of the State of Montana In-
cluded within the present boundaries of Yellowstone and Carbon
counties and all that portion of the ceded and unceded part of the Crow
Indian Reservation Iying within the limits of Rosebud County, is

hereby constituted a new land district, and that the land office for sald
district shall be located at Billings, in said Yellowstone County.

With the following committee amendment :

In line 7, after the word “ county,” insert the following: * west of
the Big Horn River.”

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman a guestion. As I understand it,
the general law provides for the arrangement of land districts
by the President of the United States.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the
right to object before any discussion is had.

Mr. PAYNE. I have reserved the right to object.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I did not hear the gentleman.

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the President has full authority to
create a land distriet or change a land district. Why the neces-
sity of this special act?

Mr. DIXON of Montana, The President does not have the
right to create a new land district. He does have the right
when the business of old districts has become very small to con-
solidate old districts or move the land office. In this case the
Crow Reservation is to be opened this coming August, and the
Department has asked that this land office be created at Billings
right at the head of the Crow Indian Reservation.

Mr. PAYNE. And it is shown there is a necessity for this
office? -

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Absolutely. There is a report
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and it is
unanimously reported by the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the
colloguy which ensued between the gentleman from New York
and the gentleman from Montana. Still reserving the right to
object, I want to know the necessity for this piece of legisla-
tion.

Mr. DIXON of Montana. As I have just explained, the great
Crow Indian Reservation is to be opened this coming August
under the act passed two years ago. At the present time there
iz no land office within a hundred and fifty miles on one side
of the reservation and probably a hundred and thirty or a hun-
dred and forty on the other. This is the creation of a new
land office asked for by the Department and unanimously re-
ported by the Committee on Public Lands to establish a
new land office on the edge of the Crow Indian Reservation
soon to be opened for settlement.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How many acres are there in the
Crow Reservation?

Mr. DIXON of Montana. About 1,300,000.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. DixoN of Montana, a motion to reconsider
the last vote was laid on the table.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. :

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of
the following titles:

8.2159. An act authorizing the Jasper and Eastern Railway
Company, its successors and assigns, fo construct and operate
a railroad bridge across the Sabine River, in the States of Texas
and Louisiana; and

8.321. An act to provide for the extension of time within
which homestead settlers may establish their residence upon
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Uinta Indian
Reservation, within the counties of Uinta and Wasatch, in the
State of Utah.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. Axprus, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab-

sence for three days on account of death in the family.
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Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and
11 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet on Wednesday,
January 24, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XX1V, the following executive commu-
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
follows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting
an estimate of appropriation for enlarging the Army Building
at New York City—to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting
a supplemental estimate of appropriation for pay of the Army—
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for a heating, power, and
light plant for the new custom-house building at San Fran-
cisco—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting
an estimate of appropriation for post exchange and amusement
hall, general hospital, Presidio, San Francisco, Cal.—to the
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for pay of Military
Academy—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to
be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an
estimate of appropriation for completion of revenue steamer
for Albemarle and Pimlico sounds, North Carolina—to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting
an estimate of appropriation for Mountain Branch, National
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let-
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the
Red River of the North from Fargo to the international bound-
ary line—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered
to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were severally reported from committees,
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the
Whole House, as follows:

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.11543) to cor-
rect the military record of Benjamin F. Graham, reported the
game with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 497):
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.11976) for the relief of
the Compafiia de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 500) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.11108) for the
relief of Benjamin F. King, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 501) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 5

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (IL R. 1863)
for the relief of M. A. MecCafferty, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 502); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8952) for the relief
of the trustees of Weir's Chapel, Tippah County, Miss., reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
503) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5217) for the relief of
Agnes W. Hills and Sarah J. IIills, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 504) ; which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3007) for the relief of
John A. Meroney, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 505) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2299, reported in lien
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 161) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of W. M. Justice, of Hunt County,
Tex., accompanied by a report (No. 506) ; which said resolution
and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. IR. 8838, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (IH. Res. 162) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of Joseph Loudermilk, of Monroe
County, W. Va., accompanied by a report (No. 507) ; which said
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1272, reported in lieu
thereof a resolition (H. Res. 163) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of the representatives of the estate
of Reuben Dawkins, deceased, accompanied by a report (No.
508) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House IH. R. 2302, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (II. Res. 164) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of the legal representatives of
Jonathan Holmes, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 509) ;
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 6938, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 165) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of Mrs. R. D. Smith, accompanied
by a report (No. 510) ; which said resolution and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House H. R. 12436, reported in lien
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 166) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of the legal representatives of
William A. Crawford, deceased, accompanied by a report (No.
511) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2301, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 167) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of the legal representatives of
Dr. Thomas B. Waters, deceased, accompanied by a report
(No. 512) ; which said resolution and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House H. R. 2303, reported in lieu thereof a resolu-
tion (II. Res. 168) referring to the Court of Claims the papers
in the case of estate of J. V. MecDaniel, accompanied by a report
(No. 513; which said resolution and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House H. R. 12408, reported in lien thereof a resolu-
tion (H. Res. 169) referring to the Court of Claims the papers
in the case of the estate of John Holleman, accompanied by a
report (No. 514) ; which said resolution and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House H. R. 6978, reported in lieu thereof a resolu-
tion (II. Res. 170) referring to the Court of Claims the papers
in the case of Robert Tillson & Co., a partnership company of
Robert Tillson and Maitland Boon, accompanied by a report
(No. 515) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the
Private (“alendar.

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4330, reported in lien
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 171) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of Felix Weeden, accompanied by
a report (No. 516) ; which said resolution and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. KEENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims, to which was refered the bill of the House H. R. 10729,
reported in lieu thereoi a resolution (H. Res. 172) referring to
the Court of Calims the papers in the case of estate of John
North, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 517); which
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said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1278, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 173) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of A. J. Smith, accompanied by a
report (No. 518) ; which said resolution and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 110355,
reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 174) referring to
the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Miller Smith, ac-
companied by a report (No. 519)); which said resolution and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H, R. 1271, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 175) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of Mary F. Casey Tucker, accom-
panied by a report (No. 520) ; which said resolution and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, o which was referred the
bill of the House H. R. 1270, reported in lieu thereof a resolu-
tion (H, Res. 176) referring to the Court of Claims the papers
in the case of the heirs of T. L. Scott, deceased, accompanied
by a report (No. 521) ; which said resolution and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House H. R. 4034, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 177) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of A. G. Hawkins, administrator
of estate of George H. Prince, accompanied by a report (No.
522) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House I. I&. 4238,
reported in lien thereof a resolution (IH. Res. 178) referring to
the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Jane Lemaster,
accompanied by a report (No. 523) ; which said resolution and
report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. . 6230, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 179) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Robert B. Love,
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 524) ; which said reso-
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House IH. R. 7989, reported in lieu
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 180) referring to the Court of
Claims the papers in the case of J. J. Miller, of De Soto County,
Miss., accompanied by a report (No. 525); which said resolu-
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered
to the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows:

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 548)
to reimburse A. J. Caufman, Girard, Erie County, Pa., in the
sum of $300, together with interest thereon from October 16,
1862, for soldier furnished United States, being the amount
paid by him to one Charles Morton, as a substitute, reported the
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 498); which
sald bill and report were ordered laid on the table.

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3343) for ihe
relief of Daniel W. Boutwell, reported the same adversely, ac-
companied by a report (No. 499) ; which said bill and report
were ordered laid on the table.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows :

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12844) to amend the Code
of Law for the District of Columbia, relating to incorpora-
tions—to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12845) to consolidate the
city of South MeAlester and the town of MecAlester, in the
Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. ROBERTS - A bill (H. R. 12846) to reorganize and
increase the efliciency of the Hospital Corps of the Navy of the
United States and to define its duties and regulute its pay—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill' (H. R. 12847) for the erection of a
publie building at Grand Island, I\ebr—to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. FLACK : A bill (H. R. 12848) for the establishment of
a subport of entry at Massena, N. Y.—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12849) for the
construction of a lock and dam in the Ohio River, below mouth
g(f} the Big Sandy River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har-

Also, a bill (H. R. 12850) providing for construction of an ice
pier at Russell, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12851) to provide for
the enlargement of the court-house and post-office building at

Council Bluffs, Towa—to the Committee on Public Buildings

and Grounds.

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12852) providing for the erec-|

tion of a public building at South MecAlester, Ind. T.—to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 12853) for the erection of

a public building at Aurora, Mo.—to the Commiitee on I'ublic'

Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12854) for the
construction of two ice piers at Ashland, Ky.—to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12855) to establish a fish-hatching or fish-'

culture station in Greenup, Lewis, or Carter County, Ky.—to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 12856) to authorize the sale .

of isolated tracts of the public domain containing less than 320
acres—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 12857) to validate certain
acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico
with reference to the issuance of certain bonds—to the Commit-
tee on the Territories.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12858) permitting the county of Taos, in
the Territory of New Mexico, to refund its indebtedness at a
lower rate of interest—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. SPARKMAN : A bill (H. R. 12859) increasing the pen-
sions of those now receiving or entitled to pensions under the
acts of Congress approved July 27, 1892, and June 27, 1902—to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 128G0) to
establish a uniform rule of naturalization in the United States—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 12861) to require all corpo-
rations engaged in interstate commerce to secure license from
the General Government, and for other purposes—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BURGESS : A bill (H. R. 12862) to appropriate $50,000
to build a post-office building at Gonzales, Tex.—to the Commit-
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12863) to create a new division of the
southern judicial district of Texas and to provide terms of
court at Vietoria, and for other purposes—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 128G4) to provide for the pur-
chase of certain coal lands in the Philippine Islands, and to au-
thorize the lease of the same and the Batan Military Reserva-
tion, for the purpose of securing a local coal supply to the
United States Government in the Philippine Islands—to the
Committee on Insular Affairs.

By Mr. SPARKMAN:
claims arising under the provisions of the captured and aban-
doned property acts, and for other purposes, and to amend and
revive the same—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 128066) to authorize the establishment of a
fishi-cultural and biological station on the Gulf of Mexico within
the limits of the State of Florida—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 12867) to define and punish
hazing at the United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 12868) defining natural,
pure, artificial, and earbonated wines; for preventing adultera-
tion, misbranding, and imitation of wines; for imposing a tax
upon and regulating the sale of artificial wines; for regulating
interstate trafiic and foreign trade therein, and for other pur-
poses—io the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. . 12869) to revise and amend the United
States Statutes relating to the commitment of United States
prisoners to reformatories of States or Territories—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 12870) appropriat-

A bill (H. R. 12865) in relation to
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ing money for continuing certain primary schools in the In-
dian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: A bill (H. R, 12871) to bridge the
Newark Bay—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12872) to amend an act
entitled “An act to amend and codify the laws relating to munic-
ipal corporations in the district of Alaska,” approved April 28,
1904—to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12873) to amend an act entitled “An act to
define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to pro-
vide a code of criminal procedure for said district "—to the Com-
mittee on the Territories.

- By Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 161) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
2299—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 162) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
8838—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 163) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
1272—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 164) referring to the Court of Claims H. IR.
2302—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 165) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
(938—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu-
tion (H. Res. 166) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
12436—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 167) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
2301—to the Private Calendar.

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 168)
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 2303—to the Private
Calendar.

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 169)
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 12408—to the Private
Calendar.

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 170)
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 6978—to the Private
Calendar.

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 171) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
4330—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 172) referring to the Court of
Claims H. R. 10929—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (I. Res. 173) referring to the Court of Claims H. R.
1278—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 174) referring to the Court of
Caims IH. R. 11055—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 175) referring to the Court of Claims I. R.
1271—to the Private Calendar.

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 176)
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 1270—to the Private Cal-
endar.

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu-
tion (H. Res. 177) referring to the Court of Claims II. R. 4034—
to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 178) referring to the Court of
Claims H. R. 4238—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims A reso-
lution (H. Res. 179) referring to the Court of Claims 1. R.
6230—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A
resolution (H. Res. 180) referring fo the Court of Claims H. R.
T980—to the Private Calendar.

By Mr. HAMILTON: A resolution (H. Res. 181) providing
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 12707—to the Committee
on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows :

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 12874) granting a pen-
sion to Ellen Dickens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12875) grant-
ing a pension to Martin Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 12876) granting a pension to Nannie M.
Burnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12877) granting a pension to Andrew
Cooksey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12878) granting an increase of pension to
Louisa January—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRADLEY : A bill (H. R. 12879) granting an increase
of pension to Catherine Myers—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 12880) granting an increase of pension to
Lorenzo D. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 12881) to pay Thomas P.
Morgan amount found due to him by Court of Claims—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R.
12882) restoring John R. Owen to the pension roll—to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 12883) granting an increase
of pension to Benjamin Owen—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 12884) granting a pension
to Lucinda Gain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12885) granting an increase of pension to
John D. McFadden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 12886) to remove the charge of
desertion from the military record of (John) Jefferson Wil-
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 12887) granting a pension to
Mary Van Dyck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 12888) granting an increase
of pension to Jacob Sannar—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12880) granting an increase of pension to
James E. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FORDNEY : A bill (H. R. 12890) granting a pension
to Martha F. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12891) granting a pension to Martha F.
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12802) granting an honorable discharge to
Seth Dayis—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 12803) for the relief of
A. J. Bryson—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 12894) for the relief of Ed-
ward 8. Brown—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 12895) granting a pension to
John Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12896) granting an increase of pension to
John N. Fagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HARDWICK : A bill (H. R. 12897) granting an in-
crease of pension to Robert B. Malone—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 12898) to refund legacy
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Jane E. Osgood—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 12899) granting an in-
crease of pension to George W. Johns—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12900) granting an increase of pension to
James D. Havens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12901) granting an increase
of pension to Milton T. Dougherty—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 12002) for the
relief of Frank W. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12003) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel T, Ferrier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 12004) to incorporate the Amer-
ican Institute for Drug Proﬂng—to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12905)
granting an increase of pension to Albert Steinhauser—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12906) for the relief of Albert Steinhau-
ser—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 12907) au-
thorizing and directing the Secretary of War to grant an hon-
orable discharge to John McDermott—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12008) granting an increase of pension %o
Lewis R. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12909) authorizing and directing the Sec-
retary of War to grant an honorable discharge to Benjamin
Franklin Littlejohn—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12910) authorizing the appointment of
Henry G. Burton, a captain on the retired list of the Army, as a
major on the retired list of the Army—to the Committee on
Military Affairs. .

By Mr. MANN: A bill (II. R. 12911) granting an increase of
pension to A. 8. Delaware—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions.

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12912) granting a pension to
James E. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

-By Mr. MURPHY: A bil (H. R. 12013) granting a pension
to John G. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12914) granting a pension to Sarah Os-
born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12915) granting a pension to Betsey A.
Crumley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12016) granting a pension to Julia A.
Dugan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12917) granting a pension to Con. Fraw-
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12918) granting a pension to Reuben
Vermillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 1

Also, a bill (H. R. 12919) granting a pension to Alban E.
Bentley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12920) granting a pension to Catherine M.
Trusty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I1. R. 12921) granting a pension to Samuel Whit-
sett—to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12922) granting a pension to George W.
Towe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12923) granting an increase of pension to
Levi Maule—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12924) granting an increase of pension to
John RR. MeMasters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 12925) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin R. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

~ Also, a bill (H. R. 12926) granting an increase of pension fo
T. M. Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (II. RR. 12927) granting an increase of pension to
William Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 12028) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel RReasoner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 12929) granting an increase of pension to
Washington Siria—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 12930) granting an increase of pension to
Moses H. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12931) granting an increase of pension to
H. D. Craft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12932) granting an increase of pension to
John H. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12933) granting an increase of pension to
Henry C. Cavender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 12034) granting an increase of pension to
William Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also ,a bill (H. R, 12935) removing the charge of desertion
from the military record of Samuel D. Richardson—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12936) removing the disabilities from the
military record of Newman Tennison, and granting him an
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PALMER : A bill (H. R. 12937) granting an increase
oif pension to James Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid T’en-
gions. :

By Mr. RIVES (by request): A bill (H. R. 12938) granting
an increase of pension to William F. Dallas—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 12039) for the relief of
Asher E. Brooks—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 12040) granting a pension to James
MecClelland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12941) granting a pension to Attie John-
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12042) granting a pension to Samuel Pax-
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12943) granting a pension to Sarah D.
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12944) granting a pension to Rosa Brown—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12945) granting an increase of pension to
Joshua Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12946) granting an increase of pension to
William Mull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12947) granting an increase of pension to
Silas Woodmansee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12948) granting an increase of pension to
Frederick Bierley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12949) to correct the military record of
Andrew M. Dunn—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12950) to remove the charge of desertion
from the record of Joseph F. Ford—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12951) to refer to the Court of Claims the
claim of Bernard Quinn for compensation for the loss of dwell-
ing houses, fencing, stable, and other property in Dalton, Ga.,
(lg iorde-r of General Sherman—to the Committee on War

aims.

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 12952) to cor-
rect the military record of John H. Moody—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 12053) for the
relief of Pay Inspector Worthington Goldsborough, United
States Navy—ito the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. SMITH of Towa: A bill (H. R. 12954) granting an in-
crease of pension to Willlam R. Keep—to the Committee on
Pensions. .

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 12955) granting a pension
t? Lyman Critchfield, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12956) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Brindley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

- Also, a bill (H. R. 12957) granting an increase of pension to
Rebecca B, Eason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 4

Also, a bill (H. R. 12958) granting an increase of pension to
William P. Schoti—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 12959) granting an increase
of pension to James W. Brockway—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12960) granting a pension to William F.
Hewitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 12961) for the relief of
Henry Hayden, John Kennedy, Wright H. Calkins, and James
E. Barrett—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 12962) granting a pension to
Anton Gockel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 12963) for the relief of
William Lanahan & Son, of Baltimore, Md.—to the (bm,m.ittee
on Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12964) granting a pension to Thomas
Bcl]e—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (I. R. 12965) for the relief of the heirs of Henry
Leef, deceased—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12966) granting
a pension ‘to Lydia Van Marter—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 12067) granting a pension to Mary Ann
Le Bars—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr., WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 12968) granting an in-
erease of pension to William H. Jordon—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12969) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FOWLER : A bill (H. R. 12970) granting a pension to
Drucilla Beekman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12971) granting an increase of pension to
Matthew H. Brandon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were disc
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which
were thereupon referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 10862) granting a pension to Mary E. Me-
Cracken—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 8169) granting an increase of penslon to Hliza
C. Jones—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R, 2942) for the relief of the heirs of John Smith,
deceased—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (H. R. 10546) referring to the Court of Claims for ad-
judieation and determination the claims of the widow and fam-
ily of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at law of others—Com-
"c’ftfff on Patents discharged, and referred to the Committee on

alms. _

A bill (H. R. 12723) for the relief of the estate of Marcus
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Walker, deceased—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged,

and referred to the Committee on War Claims.

A bill (H. R. 12735) for the relief of Green Edmondson—
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Master Grange, No. 853, of
Pennsylvania, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alco-
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ALEXANDER : Petition of Buffalo Lodge, No. 187,
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Buffalo, N. X., favoring
bills H. R. 239 and 9328 and 8. 1667—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of T. D. Welch Division, No. 641, Brotherhood
of Locomotive Engineers, of Hornellsville, N. Y., favoring hills
H. R. 239 and 9328 and 8. 1657—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of the Republican central com-
mittee of Bernalillo County, N. Mex., urging passage of the
Jjoint statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Order of Railway Conductors.
Division No. 32, of Meadville, Pa., favoring bills H. R. 239 and
0328—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Protective Association, of
Titusville, Pa., opposing a parcels-post law—to the Committee
on the Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary
Society of Goshen, Ind., against liquor selling in any Govern-
ment buildings—to the Committee on Aleoholic Liquor Trafiic.

By Mr. BURLEIGH : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
David Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Paper to accompany bill for re-
lief of John R. Owen—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr: COUSINS: Petition of George W. Bettesworth, who
respectfully avers that he has discovered the site of the Ancient
Open Temple, where the Bible was written, from whence its
learning was disseminated over the world; asks that its area,
about two sections, be purchased and held as a public park in
appreciative honor of the event; that as the legend of the North
American Indian contains the highest exemplification of the
arts and sciences of the Bible, a suitable school be erected
thereon, where the learned men of the Indian tribes can meet
and restore to us their secrets of those arts and sciences—to the
Committee on Education,

By Mr. DALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles
H. Shippey—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Archus M. Tomp-
kins—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DOVENER :' Petition of Union Council, No. 70, of
Dallag, W. Va., Junior Order United American Mechanics, fa-
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

By Mr. DRESSER : Petitions of Washington Camp, No. 872,
Patriotic Order Sons of America, and citizens of Woodland, Pa.,
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of the Gray Chemical Company and the Keeler
Chemical Company, against bill H. R. T079—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DWIGHT : Petition of the Brandt Chemical Company,
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Bartonville Grange, No. 589, for repeal of
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Asso-
ciation, to give the Interstate Commerce Commission power
over railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and For-
elgn Commerce.

Also, petition of State Horticultural Society of Arkansas,
relative to rebates on car lines—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary Van Dyck—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : Petition of the Union League Club of
New Yorlk, for reduction of duties on works of art—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Society of Medical Jurisprudence of New.

York, for reorganization of the Medical Department of the
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the National Guard Asso-
ciation, for increasing efficiency of State militin—to the Com-
mittee on Militia.

Also, petition of the Southwestern Medical Society, relative to
medical efficiency of the United States Army—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs,
Bettie Glick—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Martin Kline—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FOWLER: Petitions of Councils Nos. 4 and 5, and
Overlook Council, No. 211, Junior Order United American Me-
chanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Alaska, concerning
legislation for the Territory—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, for a National
Department of Mines and Mining—to 'I:he Committee on Mines
and Mining.

By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of citizens of Tennessee, for re-
lief of the duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAHAM : Petition of the City Parks’ Association of
Philadelphia, for preservation 01’ Niagara Falls—to the Com—
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of J. Walter Hay, against legislation unfavor-
able to live stock in transit—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the National Association of Cement Users,
relative to structural materials—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Association, rela-
tive to private car lines—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GRANGER : Petition of the Society of Chemical In-
dustry of Boston, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of West Kingston (R. I.) Grange, No. 10, Pa-
trons of Husbandry, for bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, petitions of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of
Woonsocket, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Middletown, the
First Baptist Church of Block Island, the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Unions of Block Island, Middletown, Carolina, and
Providence, all in Rhode Island, for prohibition in Indian Terri-
tory and Oklahoma as States—to the Committee on the Terri-
tories.

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of Riverside Chamber of Com-
merce, California, for improvement of Yosemite Valley—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the Chamber of Com-
merce of San Francisco, for liberal legislation relative to the
better classes of the Chinese coming to the United States—to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr.. LACEY : Petition of Paper Hangers’ Union of Oska-
loosa, Iowa, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. LESTER : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary
M. Blackwell—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER : Petition of J. (. Strittmatter, for
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MAHON : Paper to accompany bill for relief of John
H. Sothoron’s heirs—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of A. 8.
Delaware—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of A. D. Bamyer and 100 others,
relative to the statehood bill, etc.—to the Committee on the
Territories.

By Mr. OVERSTREET : Paper to accompany bill for relief
of William J. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Maria Lester—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Dunn—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert P. Call—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James B. Chaffin—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James T. Reagan—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PATTERSON : Petition of Washington Camp, No. 112,
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immi-

| gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization,
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By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of James Moore and others,
against repeal of the canteen law—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. RIVES : Paper to accompany bill for relief of William
F. Dallas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUPPERT : Petition of Paul G. Mehlen & Sons, for
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol--to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, for Govern-
ment aid for State school of mines—to the Committee on Mines
and Mining.

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, for a Depart-
ment of Mines and Mining—to the Committee on Mines and
Mining.

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, for a law
regulating working of mines—to the Committee on Mines and
Mining.

Also, petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers' Association, for
a law repealing private car line companies—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the National Piano Manufacturers’ Associa-
tion of America, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alco-
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Association for the Protection of Com-
merce, of New York, for an appropriation to deepen Coney
Island channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of Edward G. Janeway et al, for a pure-food
law—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Society of Medical Jurisprudence, for
reform of the Medieal Department of the Army—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of the Union League Club of New York, for re-
peal of duty on art works—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of the Commercial Law League of America,
for reform in the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Asso-
ciation, for increased power of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Commercial Law League of America, for re-
form in the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs. - =

By Mr. SCROGGY : Petition of citizens of Mount Carmel,
Olio, and Xenia Council, Junior Order United American Me-
chanies, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of 10 citizens of New York and vicinity, for
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the
Committee on Claims.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Bernard Quinn—to
the Committee on War Claims.

‘Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Mull—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD : Paper to accompany bill for relief
of Mary Christopher, heir of Lowell G. Spaulding—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims, 4

By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
0. De Witt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SMITH of Towa: Petition of citizens of Bridgewater,
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Petitions of Bozman Council,
of Bozman; Ashbury Council, of Lawsonia; Harmony Council,
of Cecilton; Parrieville Council, of Habnab, and South Moun-
tain Council, of Boonsboro, all in Maryland, Junior Order
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra-
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SOUTHWICK : Petition of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Schenectady, N. Y., against sale of liqguor
in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholie
Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Petition of J. J. Koare et al, for
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alecohol—to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Western Fruit Jobbers® Asso-
ciation, for legislation in control of railway traffic—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

"By Mr. WADSWORTH : Petition of Byron Grange, No. 375,
Patrons of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized
aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WANGER : Petition of Grange No. 2, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, of Upper Providence, Pa., for repeal of revenue tax on
denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Council No. 240, Order United American

Mechanics, of Pottstown, Pa., favoring restriction of immigra-
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Local Union No. 658, of the Brotherhood of
Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, of Bryn Mawr, Pa.,
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WEBRB: Petition of the Wesleyan Methodist Church
Conference, at High Point, N. C., relative to the evils of polyg-
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Virgin Spring Council, Junior Order United
American Mechanies, favoring restriction of immigraton—to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. WOODYARD : Petition of Center I’oint Council, No.
139, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric-
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization,

SENATE.
‘WepNESDAY, January 24, 1906.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap-
proved.
LIST OF JUDGMENTS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of
judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, amounting to
$19,963.19, ete.; which, with the accompanying paper, was re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed. :

TRAVELING EXPENSES OF MIDSHIPMER.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for in-
clusion in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, an estimate
of appropriation to pay the amounts found due by the Auditor
for the Navy Department for traveling expenses of midshipmen
from their homes to the Naval Academy in June, 1905, ete.,
$6,478.57; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W, J.
BrOWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House has passed
the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate: :

H. R. 8994, An act to provide for a land distriet in Yellow-
stone, Carbon, and Rosebud counties, in the State of Montana,
to be known as the * Billings land district;” and :

H. J. Res. 87. Joint resolution to authorize use of transport
Sumner to convey members of Santiago Battlefield Commission
and others to Cuba and return.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hounse
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon
signed by the Viece-President:

S. 321, An act to provide for the extension of time within
which homestead settlers may establish their residence upon
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Uinta Indian
Reservation, within the counties of Uinta and Wasatch, in the
State of Utah; and ;

8. 2159. An act authorizing the Jasper and Eastern Railway
Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and operate
a railroad bridge across the Sabine River, in the States of Texas
and Louisiana.

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Eleanor G.
Swan and 52 other citizens of Independence, Iowa, praying for
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon.
ReEEDp SmooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the congregation
of the Calvary Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hinsdale, N. I1.,
remonsirating against the repeal of the present anticanteen
law, and also praying for an investigation of the charges made
and filed against Hon. ReEep Sumoor, a Senator from the State
orﬁtiitah: which was referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

He also presented the petition of E. C. Lewis, of Boston,
Mass., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the present
pension law, increasing pensions for partial deafness ; which was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Washington,
D. O, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate child
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